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APPENDIX B 

SUMMARY OF CHANGES BETWEEN SCE’S 2003 AND 2004 STPPs 

 

 2003 Procurement Plan 2004 Procurement Plan 
Elements included 
in the “portfolio 
risk” assessment 

RNS positions, RNL positions, and 
avoidable costs under DWR 
contracts allocated to SCE 

Same elements plus unavoidable DWR gas 
costs (for contracts allocated to SCE) and 
QF avoided cost energy payments tied to gas 
prices 

Portfolio risk 
assessment 
methodology 

Risk estimated by comparing 
portfolio cost under Reference Case 
price forecast to portfolio cost under 
High Stress Case prices (when 
“short) or Low Stress Case prices 
(when “long) 

Will develop a distribution indicating the 
probability that the portfolio cost will have a 
particular value; methodology to be refined 
over time 

Risk screening 
criteria (for 
transactions with 
durations of 2 
years or less) 

RH (Risk Hedged) divided by COH 
(Cost Of Hedge) must be greater 
than 2 
RH > RC (Risk Created) 

Risk screening criteria not operative; 
Maximum volume and transaction rate 
limits apply instead 

Risk screening 
criteria (for 
transactions with 
durations greater 
than 2 years) 

Same as above Prospective transactions must reduce 
portfolio cost variance (i.e., portfolio risk) 

Forward sales 
transactions 

Not permitted Permitted, subject to maximum volume and 
transaction rate limits 

Maximum rate for 
forward 
procurement 

Two times the Ratable Rate if 
forward prices are less than a 
defined “moderate” price threshold 

Three times the Ratable Rate if forward 
prices are less than a defined “low” price 
threshold 

Maximum volume 
limit for 
multi-year 
capacity contracts 

50% of the 2003 maximum volume 
limit 

No reduced limit for multi-year contracts; 
Each year has its own maximum limit based 
on the capacity requirement for that year 

Standards of 
Conduct 

D.02-10-062 adopted 7 Standards of 
Conduct 

Eliminates Standards of Conduct 6 and 7 as 
commercially infeasible 

Hedging QF 
natural gas price 
risk 

Not included Included 

Limits on bilateral 
contracting 

Transaction term limited to 90 days; 
“strong showing” standard applies 

Transaction terms not limited to 90 days for 
non-standard products; “strong showing” 
standard continues to apply  

 



APPENDIX C 

CHRONOLOGICAL HISTORY OF SCE’S 2004 STPP 

 

Reference Date Summary 
2004 STPP  05/15/03 SCE’s proposed 2004 STPP filed. 

D.03-12-062 12/18/03 SCE’s 2004 STPP approved.  Ordering Paragraphs 12 and 13 required 
revisions to be made in compliance filings (see below). 

AL 1770-E 01/20/04 (1)  2004 STPP updated to reflect recent fuel price forecasts and resulting 
changes to the forecast loads and resources, including residual net-open 
positions in compliance with D.03-12-062, OP 12; 

(2)  2004 STPP amended to model procurement costs and estimated 
portfolio risk based on the pro rata allocation methodology approved by the 
CPUC, in compliance with D.03-12-062, OP 13. 

SCE Petition  
to Modify  
D.03-12-062 

 

02/19/04 SCE requested the following modifications to D.03-12-062 : 

(1)  Establish a specific time for issuing a resolution for the approval of the 
IOU quarterly compliance filings; e.g., 90 days.  [Denied by  D.05-12-022] 

(2)  State specifically that the target guideline for spot market procurement 
does not apply to procurement of capacity to meet WECC operating reserve 
requirements.  [Approved] 

(3)  Delete language that could be interpreted to allow the CDWR to 
perform “after-the-fact reasonableness reviews.”  [Approved] 

(4)   Change language that requires utilities to consult with their PRGs for 
transactions greater than 90 days to transactions greater than one calendar 
quarter or 92 days.  [Approved] 

(5)  Modify language that directs SCE to assume a “pro rata” allocation of 
CDWR costs.  [Denied by D.05-12-022] 

(6)  Allow IOUs to enter into contracts up to 5 years in length where 
delivery begins in 2004 or later and termination occurs prior to 2009.  
[Approved] 

(7)  Modify language that would require an “unqualified certification” as a 
basis for authorizing SCE’s proprietary risk model [Denied by  D.04-12-
048] 

(8)  Modify language that restricts bilateral transactions to less than one 
calendar quarter in length and clarify that the term “less than 90 days 
forward” refers to the start date of the transaction  [Approved] 

(9)  Eliminate the requirement that SCE demonstrate that identified over-
the-counter brokers provide prices equivalent to those of exchanges 
[Denied by D.04-12-048] 

(10)  Clarify the level of TeVaR that triggers a PRG meeting [Approved] 

(11)  Delete the sentence that states that a utility should not “arbitrage” in 
energy markets  [Approved] 



Reference Date Summary 
(12)  Clarify that SCE’s compliance filing is due at the same time as 
PG&E’s and SDG&E’s compliance filing  [Approved] 

AL 1770-E-A 02/23/04 

 

Identified certain modeling assumptions contained in AL 1770-E which 
should be updated to more accurately reflect SCE’s forecast requirements: 

(1) correction in the modeling of hourly energy from the Sempra CDWR 
contract assigned to SCE, and 

(2) update the modeling of inter-utility resources. 

2004 LTPP 07/09/04 SCE filed its proposed 2004 LTPP.  Volume 2, Section VII argued that 
“changes proposed in SCE’s petition for modification of the 2004 
Procurement Plan Decision should be adopted as soon as possible” and 
reiterated the changes requested therein. (See above) 

D.04-07-028 07/08/04 Established local area reliability guidelines. 

AL 1813-E  07/26/04 Submitted the “Local Area Reliability Unit Commitment and Dispatch 
Procedure“ in compliance with D.04-07-028 (amended later). 

Res. E-3888 12/16/04 Approved AL 1813-E, with modifications, effective August 19, 2006. 

AL 1832-E  11/17/04 (1)  Requested approval of procurement of 600 MW of LAR capacity to be 
considered approved as part of SCE’s 2004 STPP, and 

(2)  Requested approval of a Dispatch Call Option product 

D. 04-12-048 12/16/04 At Ordering Paragraph 16 the CPUC grants 10 of the 12 changes requested 
in SCE’s Petition for Modification of D.03-12-062.  The Commission 
rejected the following 2 requested changes: 

(1)  “Modify language that would require an “unqualified certification” as a 
basis for authorizing SCE’s proprietary risk model.” 

(2)  “Eliminate the requirement that SCE demonstrate that identified over-
the-counter brokers provide prices equivalent to those of exchanges” 

AL 1770-E-B  12/22/04 Revised the capacity position limits and capacity ratable rates 2005-2014 in 
the AB 57 Procurement Plan filed with AL 1770-E-A.  

Res. E-3902 12/16/04 Approved AL 1832-E, with modifications, effective December 16, 2004. 

SCE Petition to 
Modify  
D.04-12-048 

01/19/05 See above. 

AL 1770-E-C 
(Approved 
effective 
12/22/04 by 
ED letter dated 
1/21/05] 

01/20/05 Revised the capacity position limits and capacity ratable rates in AL 1770-
E-B 



Reference Date Summary 
AL 1878-E  03/25/05 (1)  Revised the 2004 LTPP in compliance with D.04-12-048, Ordering 

Paragraphs 1 and 24; 

(2)  Updated the limits in the STPP as directed by FOF 106; and 

(3)  Updated collateral requirements as directed by FOF 108. 

AL 1889-E 04/28/05 Submitted SCE’s customer risk assessment model (“RAPT”) to the Energy 
Division for verification. 

Res. E-3950 9/8/05 Approved AL 1878-E effective August 25, 2005. 

D.05-12-022 12/15/05 The Commission denied SCE’s requests:  

(1)  for a statement that IOUs may recover costs for new non-renewable 
resources for the life of the resource and from all customers 
 
(2)  to extend short-term transactions with an affiliate following the 
expiration of long-term transaction. 
 
(3)  for further revisions to D. 03-12-062, and  
 
reversed itself on two issues: 
 
(1)  a time limit on review of quarterly compliance reports and to limit an 
auditor’s review to 2004 transactions, and 
 
(2)  modification of language to be consistent with SCE’s current treatment 
of DWR costs. 

AL 1989-E  
(Approved 
effective 
7/10/06 by ED 
letter dated 
7/12/06) 

04/07/06 Requested: 

(1)  authority to deviate from the previously approved natural gas rate-of-
transaction limits, for the specific purpose of signing long-term gas supplies 
pursuant to competitive transactions; and 

(2)  a limited waiver of the risk screen requirement for index-based 
transactions. 

AL 2004-E 
[Approved 
effective 
6/19/06 by ED 
letter dated 
6/20/06] 

 

O5/23/06 Requests the Commission to approve additional brokerages and exchanges. 

AL 2029-E 
[Approved 
effective 
9/16/06 by ED 
letter dated 
10/2/06] 
 

8/17/06 Updates the list of authorized products to include (1) a resource adequacy 
capacity only product, and (2) a resource adequacy import counting right 
product.  



Reference Date Summary 
AL 2030-E 08/18/06 Notifies the Commission that SCE has transitioned from one Direct Access 

load level to another in order to adjust SCE’s load projections and 
procurement levels.  

AL 2049-E 10/23/06 Updates SCE’s volume limits for capacity, energy and natural gas, as well 
as the corresponding ratable rates for forward transactions. [Approval 
Pending] 

Update SCE’s credit policy. [Approval Pending] 

AL 2050-E 10/23/06 Eliminates SCE’s “Risk Screen” methodology for screening transactions.  
[Tentatively Approved in Draft Res. 4050-E] 

AL 2059-E 11/17/06 Adds a brokerage to SCE’s list of authorized brokerage and exchanges.  
[Approval Pending] 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Implement the 
California Renewables Portfolio Standard 
Program. 
 

)
)
)
) 

Rulemaking 06-05-027 
(Filed May 25, 2006) 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY’S (U 338-E) 2007 RENEWABLES 
PORTFOLIO STANDARD PROCUREMENT PLAN 

Pursuant to the August 21, 2006 Assigned Commissioner Ruling Requiring Submission 

of Renewables Portfolio Standard (“RPS”) Procurement Plans, Draft Requests for Offers, and 

accompanying documents, and in accordance with the extension granted by Administrative Law 

Judge (“ALJ”) Burton Mattson, Southern California Edison Company (“SCE”) respectfully 

submits the following RPS Procurement Plan for 2007 (“2007 Plan”).   

I. 

ASSESSMENT OF ANNUAL OR MULTIYEAR 

PORTFOLIO SUPPLIES AND DEMAND TO DETERMINE 

OPTIMAL MIX OF RENEWABLE GENERATION RESOURCES 

As the California Public Utilities Commission (the “Commission” or “CPUC”) may be 

aware, SCE and its counterparties are currently completing contracts as a result of SCE’s 2005 

RPS solicitation.  At this time, SCE is unable to assess which of these contracts will be executed 

or whether they will be approved by the Commission.  Therefore, for purposes of the 2007 Plan, 

SCE has assumed that all contracts currently under negotiation will in fact be signed, approved 

by the Commission and result in commencement of deliveries as represented by the counterparty.   
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In addition, SCE has recently commenced its 2006 RPS solicitation and expects to 

receive proposals from counterparties on September 22, 2006, one business day prior to the filing 

of the 2007 Plan.  Accordingly, SCE is not in a position to provide an assessment of either the 

volume or resource type of the actual bids received or prospective on-line dates for proposed 

projects.  Additionally, because SCE’s solicitation protocol does not require prospective bidders 

to get into the California Independent System Operator’s (“CAISO”) interconnection queue, it is 

not possible at this time to make an informed assessment, with respect to any specific proposed 

project, of the location of prospective projects and whether their associated transmission needs 

will affect viability or on line dates. 

As a result of these ongoing processes and contingencies, it is extremely difficult to 

assess SCE’s procurement needs for 2007.  Generally, however, SCE’s planned procurement 

activities for 2007 will include seeking resources to augment those under contract as a result of 

prior solicitations and those executed as a result of the 2005 and 2006 RPS solicitations to the 

extent necessary to ensure that SCE meets the overall goal of 20% renewables.  At this time, 

SCE cannot state with greater particularity how much it will seek to procure after the completion 

of its 2006 solicitation. 

As discussed in previous filings and herein, SCE has received relatively few bids from 

renewable generators that do not require significant transmission upgrades for the renewable 

energy to be deliverable.  Based on the market responses from three completed solicitations and 

one set of indicative bids, transmission will continue to be a serious impediment to bringing new 

renewable resources on line in the near term and achieving the State’s accelerated goal of 20% 

renewables by the accelerated target date of 2010.  Increased procurement activity – that is 

executing more contracts – will not accelerate the planning, permitting and construction 

processes for new transmission and transmission upgrades.  While SCE will continue to seek and 

contract with resources that can begin delivery prior to 2010, very few proposals are expected 

that are not limited by transmission.  SCE’s overall goal is to achieve 20% renewables as soon as 

possible, regardless of whether or not that goal can be accomplished by 2010  
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II. 

PROVISIONS FOR EMPLOYING AVAILABLE COMPLIANCE 

FLEXIBILITY MECHANISMS ESTABLISHED BY THE COMMISSION 

The Commission’s current rules for flexible compliance permit deficits to be carried 

forward for three years and also allow for limited earmarking, provided that earmarked projects 

come on line within three years.  It is unclear at this time whether SCE’s renewable portfolio, 

including contracts resulting from SCE’s 2005 or 2006 solicitations, with appropriate 

earmarking, will provide a basis for satisfying prior year deficits. 

The Commission’s rules for flexible compliance also contemplate consideration of the 

factors enumerated in D.03-06-071.  Additionally, SB 107 (2006, Simitian), recently passed by 

the legislature, and currently awaiting signature by the Governor, would require consideration of 

the sufficiency of transmission to accommodate renewable procurement necessary to meet the 

RPS goal as part of the Commission’s flexible compliance rules.  Specifically, SB 107 would 

amend Pub. Util. Code Section 399.14 (a)(2)(C)(ii) to provide that: 

The flexible rules for compliance [adopted by the Commission] 
shall address situations where, as a result of insufficient 
transmission, a retail seller is unable to procure eligible renewable 
energy resources sufficient to satisfy the requirement of this article.  
Any rules addressing insufficient transmission shall require a 
finding by the commission that the retail seller has undertaken all 
reasonable efforts to do all of the following: 
 
(I) Utilize flexible delivery points.   
 
(II) Ensure the availability of any needed transmission capacity. 
 
(III) If the retail seller is an electric corporation, to construct 
needed transmission facilities.   

In addition, SB 107 would amend existing law to provide that the Commission’s flexible 

compliance rules apply in all years including 2010 and beyond.  It is currently unknown whether 

or not SB 107 will become law.  If the legislation is signed by the Governor, the Commission 

will likely seek proposals for flexible compliance that consider the sufficiency of transmission 
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and what efforts each retail seller has undertaken to overcome transmission impediments.  

Although transmission can be a substantial impediment to new renewable projects becoming 

available to help meet the State’s RPS goals, as discussed in greater detail below, it is premature 

for SCE to comment on legislation which is not yet law and flexible compliance rules which 

have not yet been created.   

III. 

BID SOLICITATION SETTING FORTH THE NEED FOR RENEWABLE 

GENERATION OF EACH DELIVERABILITY CHARACTERISTIC, REQUIRED 

ONLINE DATES, AND LOCATIONAL PREFERENCES, IF ANY 

SCE’s bid solicitation materials for 2007 are attached hereto as Appendix 2.  A 

discussion of the differences between the 2006 solicitation materials and the 2007 solicitation 

materials is found in Section IX below.   

IV. 

STATEMENT OF RPS PROCUREMENT FOR 2004 THROUGH 2013 

As the Commission is aware, a number of issues concerning RPS compliance and 

reporting remain to be resolved.  Among other things, the Commission’s Energy Division has 

been examining the rules for RPS compliance and reporting in this docket.  On February 14, 

2006, the Energy Division issued a white paper (the “Staff White Paper”) discussing a number of 

RPS compliance and reporting issues.  The Energy Division conducted an all party workshop on 

the Staff White Paper on February 16, 2006.  Pursuant to an ALJ’s Ruling Regarding Comments 

on Reporting Issues dated February 23, 2006, parties filed comments on the Staff White Paper 

and other open RPS accounting issues on March 10, 2006 and filed reply comments on March 

17, 2006.  These efforts are likely to produce revisions to the current accounting and reporting 

methodologies or provide greater clarity with respect to various issues.  SCE has been taking 

active steps to procure renewable energy but revisions and clarifications to accounting may 

affect SCE’s compliance status for 2005. 
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On September 14, 2006, the Assigned ALJ issued a proposed decision in this docket 

regarding the accounting and compliance issues.  Appended to the proposed decision is a 

substantially revised version of the Staff White Paper.  Among other things, the proposed 

decision would substantially modify the RPS accounting methodology and reporting 

requirements by imposing a tracking system that primarily compares annual procurement with an 

annual procurement target.  The proposed decision would make other changes to the 

methodology and require the investor owned utilities (“IOUs”) to propose a standardized 

reporting format.  SCE is currently reviewing the proposed decision to determine the effect that 

the proposed revisions to the accounting methodology may have on its overall RPS procurement 

status and also reviewing the proposed decision to assess whether it is consistent with existing 

law, as it may be modified by SB 107.  Revisions and clarifications to the RPS accounting rules 

may affect SCE’s reporting on its procurement status for the years 2004 through 2010.  SCE and 

other parties will file comments on the proposed decision on October 4, 2006.  It is unknown 

whether the proposed decision will be further modified in light of comments or for other reasons. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Scoping Memo requires RPS obligated entities to 

provide information regarding not only actual procurement and annual procurement targets, but 

also incremental procurement, incremental procurement targets, baseline procurement and 

baseline procurement targets.  These requirements are apparently to be understood with respect 

to the Staff White Paper issued in February, 2006.  As noted, however, a substantially modified 

version of this document is now under consideration by the Commission and stakeholders.  

A table showing the data requested by the Scoping Memo is attached hereto as Appendix 

1.  SCE has extended the table from 2010 through 2013 to show the effect of its near-term 

procurement activities.  As shown, SCE is positioned to meet the goal of 20% renewables by 

2013.  There are relatively limited near-term opportunities to achieve incremental deliveries 

between now and 2010.  The single greatest impediment is that generators propose projects in 

areas that require transmission.  Even if adequate transmission currently existed, however, the 

simple fact is that it takes several years for new projects to come on line. 
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V. 

LESSONS LEARNED 

SCE implemented its first interim solicitation for renewable power in 2002 and its second 

interim solicitation in 2003.  SCE is currently negotiating agreements with bidders who 

submitted proposals in response to SCE’s 2005 Renewable Request for Proposals (“2005 

Renewable RFP”) and recently received seller proposals from its 2006 Renewable RFP (“2006 

Renewable RFP”) on September 22. 

SCE has continued to refine both its solicitation process and its pro forma power 

purchase and sale agreement (“Pro Forma Agreement)” as a result of lessons SCE has learned 

over the past several years.  Among other things, SCE has:  (a) replaced the SCE Electric 

Institute (“EEI”) master agreement with a customized RPS agreement; (b) converted to all in 

energy pricing (i.e., a single contract price for both energy and capacity), thereby eliminating a 

firm capacity requirement and establishing an annual energy delivery performance obligation; (c) 

modified policies regarding credit and performance collateral; (d) modified interconnection 

applications deadlines; (e) assumed responsibility for scheduling the generating facility’s output 

with the California Independent System Operator (“CAISO”); (f) reduced development security 

requirements for intermittent resources and allowed all sellers to grant a first-priority interest in 

the generating facility and other assets in lieu of half of the development security; (g) addressed 

concerns about changes in electric market design; (h) eliminated the proposal fee; and (i) 

expanded on and improved the functionality of the “revenue calculator” used as part of the 

proposal solicitation package.   

Each of these “lessons learned” is discussed in greater detail below. 

A. Replacing The EEI Master Agreement With A Customized RPS Agreement 

SCE’s first two (interim) Renewable RFPs used the EEI Master Agreement as the starting 

point for negotiations.  Although the EEI Master Agreement appeared to be a useful starting 

point for negotiations because it is standardized and accepted within the industry, it became 
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apparent that it was ill suited for RPS procurement for a number of reasons.  The form of the 

agreement required substantial revision, amendments, and strike outs and was cumbersome for 

all parties concerned.  Further, it didn’t account for a number of issues that are unique to the 

development of green field renewable projects.  The EEI form of agreement also proved difficult 

to administer.  Recognizing that it would be preferable to develop a form of agreement more 

suited to the particular needs of renewable development, California’s transitional market design 

and the RPS, SCE substantially overhauled the form of the contract to develop a customized RPS 

contract during the 2003 RPS solicitation.  This process has led to the development of a form of 

contract that is a better starting point for negotiations.  This is not a standard offer contract, and 

bidders routinely negotiate customized terms to meet their individual needs.  There is no one-size 

fits all contract; however, SCE’s Pro Forma Agreement has vastly reduced the number of open 

deal points and time necessary to negotiate compared to the original EEI Master Agreement.  

B. Converting To All-In Energy Price, Eliminating The Firm Capacity Requirement 

And Establishing An Annual Energy Delivery Performance Obligation 

In the course of developing the Pro Forma Agreement now used by SCE, SCE modified 

the terms for payment and performance obligation.  In the EEI Master Agreement, SCE had 

required a separate energy and capacity price which proved to be unwieldy, particularly for 

intermittent resources.  The Pro Forma Agreement contains a single, all-in price expressed in 

kilowatts-hour (“kWh”), and eliminates any separate payment stream for firm capacity.  This 

revision also eliminated summer on-peak performance requirements and annual demonstrations 

associated with legacy qualifying facility (“QF”) contracts developed in the 1980s (such as 

interim standard offer 4 (“ISO4”) and standard offer 2 (“SO2”)), which had served as a model 

for some of the amendments to the EEI Master Agreement, and which many renewable 

generators found complex and burdensome.  Instead, SCE’s Pro Forma contract requires sellers 

to provide a guaranteed minimum of renewable energy over a one or two-year period (depending 

upon the technology). 
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C. Modifying Policies Regarding Credit And Performance Collateral 

The performance assurance amount sellers were required to post in the first two RPS 

solicitations was based upon the EEI Master Agreement’s uncapped, mark-to-market calculation 

over the entire term of the agreement.  Counterparties found this requirement to be unworkable 

because of their inability to quantify their financial exposure.  During the negotiations in 2003 

and 2004, SCE relaxed this requirement, and agreed to fixed liquid collateral amounts. 

In its 2005 Renewable RFP, SCE changed to a performance assurance calculation that 

requires counterparties to post an uncapped amount calculated on a rolling two or four year 

period (depending upon technology), instead of over the entire term of the agreement.  

Counterparties continued to indicate that this was unworkable because they still could not 

quantify their financial exposure. 

In its most recent solicitation, SCE has requested that counterparties submit Proposals 

including price calculations that take three different performance assurance amounts -- equaling 

zero, six, and 12 months of estimated annual contract revenue -- into account.  SCE has indicated 

it will analyze the three performance assurance amounts during the contract negotiations period 

and make a selection prior to executing the Agreements.  This approach allows the counterparty 

to quantify its risk exposure and customize its alternative pricing scenarios accordingly. 

D. Modifying Interconnection Application Deadlines 

In prior non-renewable solicitations, SCE required bidders to submit interconnection 

applications for transmission/distribution service when they submitted their proposals to SCE.  

This requirement, intended to ensure good faith bids and to accelerate the interconnection 

process, created havoc with the CAISO’s interconnection queue.  SCE therefore adjusted this 

requirement in its 2005 Renewable RFP, and now requires that counterparties submit 

interconnection applications to the CAISO within ten business days of being short-listed by SCE. 
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E. Assuming Responsibility For Scheduling With The CAISO 

Until its 2006 Renewable RFP, SCE required prospective sellers to deliver energy to SCE 

via scheduling coordinator-to-scheduling coordinator trades (“SC-to-SC trades”), which required 

sellers to obtain and pay for the services of a scheduling coordinator.  SCE determined that this 

requirement was placing a financial burden on small projects that did not appreciate the financial 

burden of the requirement at the time they submitted bids.  Thus, in its 2006 Renewable RFP, 

SCE modified its Pro Forma Agreement to provide that SCE will act as the seller’s scheduling 

coordinator, provided the seller commits to providing SCE forecasts of the generating facility’s 

output, which SCE will use to schedule energy deliveries from the seller’s generating facility 

through the CAISO.   

F. Reducing Development Security Requirements For Intermittent Resources And 

Allowing All Sellers To Grant A First-Priority Interest In The Generating Facility 

And Other Assets In Lieu Of Half Of The Development Security 

In its 2006 Renewable RFP, SCE reduced the development security requirements for 

intermittent resources from $20/kilowatt (“kW”) to $10/kW.  SCE also offered to require only 

one-half of the total development security in liquid collateral if the seller provides a first-priority 

lien on and security interest and/or mortgage lien in the generating facility and in any and all real 

and personal property rights, contractual rights, or other rights that sellers acquire in order to 

construct and/or operate the generating facility. 

G. Addressing Concerns About Changes In Electric Market Design 

In its 2006 Renewable RFP, SCE expanded the contract provision regarding any change 

in electric market design such that SCE agrees to give the seller certainty regarding the impact of 

changes in the design of the California electric markets. 
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H. Eliminating The Proposal Fee 

In its 2005 Renewable RFP, SCE required sellers to provide a proposal fee of $25,000.  

In its 2006 Renewable RFP, SCE eliminated the proposal fee and now only requires prospective 

counterparties to provide a fee equal to the greater of $25,000 or $3/kW, upon being notified 

they have been selected for SCE’s short list and agreeing to negotiate exclusively with SCE.   

I. Expanding On And Improving The Functionality Of The Revenue Calculator 

In its first RPS solicitation, SCE requested sellers to provide expected energy deliveries 

by three time-of-delivery periods in two seasons in order to calculate expected revenues using a 

“revenue calculator” provided with the solicitation package.  For its 2005 Renewable RFP, SCE 

developed a modified “revenue calculator” that required the bidder to input expected generation 

in hourly intervals into an Excel spreadsheet.  This revised “revenue calculator” allowed 

prospective sellers to have a better projection of their revenue.  It also provided SCE a better 

approximation of sellers’ expected production profile. 

VI. 

STATEMENT OF SPECIFIC CONSIDERATIONS 

A. Transmission 

The single greatest obstacle to SCE meeting the RPS goal of 20% renewables by 2010 

established in the 2003 Joint Energy Action Plan is the amount of time it will take under the 

current regulatory process to license and construct the new transmission facilities necessary to 

interconnect and deliver new renewable generation.  The typical length of time from when a 

generator applies for interconnection to the completion of transmission upgrades currently ranges 

from approximately five to seven years.1  Therefore, it is highly unlikely that necessary 

                                                 

1 This schedule assumes the necessary transmission upgrades require either a Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity (“CPCN”) or Permit to Construct (“PTC”). 
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transmission upgrades will be completed to accommodate projects currently under contract with 

SCE and in development, or new contracts entered into by SCE as part of its ongoing RPS 

procurement activities.2  The following chart illustrates this timing.   

 

Interconnect  Studies          PEA Prep                     CPCN Review              Procurement               Construction

 
    2006                2007               2008              2009              2010             2011             2012

Desired Operational Schedule

 
    2006                2007               2008              2009              2010             2011             2012

 

When SCE filed its 10 year RPS Plan in March 2005, SCE projected achieving 20% 

renewables by 2010 with minimal transmission upgrades.  Since that time, however, additional 

developments have caused SCE to conclude that the need for transmission upgrades and the time 

required to permit and construct such upgrades, will hinder SCE from meeting this goal.  For 

example, as previously indicated in SCE’s August 1, 2006, RPS Compliance Report, it is now 

clear that at least four of the eight projects, with which SCE signed contracts as a result of its 

2003 interim solicitation, will require substantial transmission upgrades that were not anticipated 

in 2005.  Since the 2005 Plan was filed, the eight projects have provided additional information 

about their proposed locations, and many of the studies necessary to evaluate what transmission 

facilities are needed to interconnect the projects have been completed, or are in progress.  Under 

                                                 

2 Several of the projects delayed in submitting their interconnection applications to the CAISO and two have not 
yet done so.  SCE has learned from its 2003 solicitation that it is necessary to require that projects submit 
interconnection applications to the CAISO at an earlier stage in the process, and has incorporated this lesson 
into its 2005 solicitation.  SCE is diligently working to encourage these projects to expedite their CAISO 
applications.  However, as is abundantly clear from the accompanying discussion, the fundamental challenge of 
building sufficient transmission to interconnect renewables extends far beyond increasing developer and utility 
diligence in filing interconnection applications.   
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the current permitting process for new transmission facilities, it is very unlikely that the 

transmission upgrades needed for these projects will be completed by 2010. 

Moreover, since SCE filed its 2005 Plan, non-renewable generating projects and 

renewable generating projects not under contract with SCE have requested interconnection to 

SCE’s grid, and have been placed in the CAISO interconnection queue, many of which are ahead 

of SCE’s eight 2003 solicitation projects.  Assuming that these additional projects are able to 

develop and begin operations as scheduled, they will only increase the need for new transmission 

infrastructure to interconnect the renewable projects necessary to meet the State’s 2010 RPS 

goal.   

Lack of transmission will also affect the on-line dates for most if not all new generation 

resulting from future procurement activities between now and 2010.  In order to reach the goal of 

20% renewables by 2010, SCE must sign additional contracts pursuant to its 2005 and possibly 

2006 RPS solicitations for a substantial quantity of new renewable output.  SCE and its 

counterparties are still working on contracts from SCE’s 2005 solicitation.  However, it appears 

likely that substantial additional transmission upgrades will be required to interconnect and 

deliver renewable energy from the projects under consideration.  These transmission upgrades 

are not likely to be completed by 2010 under the current process for licensing the construction of 

new transmission.  

Furthermore, although SCE has filed applications for CPCNs for Segments 1, 2, and 3 of 

the Antelope Transmission Project in dockets A.04-12-007 and A.04-12-008, regulatory 

approval and completion of these upgrades are unlikely to substantially improve SCE’s overall 

procurement position.  With Segments 1, 2, and 3 of the Antelope Transmission Project, the 

system will be able to accommodate 700 megawatts (“MW”) of incremental wind capacity.  

However, essentially all of this capacity is currently allocated to projects in the CAISO’s 

interconnection queue that are ahead of those projects with which SCE has contracts.  

Accordingly, unless some projects drop out of the queue or SCE signs contracts with projects 

already in the queue, Segments 1, 2, and 3 of the Antelope Transmission Project will not increase 
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system capability sufficiently to assist SCE in interconnecting its 2003 solicitation projects or 

future renewable projects that will interconnect in the area of the Antelope Transmission Project.   

There are now about 4,700 MW of generation requests for this area in the CAISO 

interconnection queue.  Therefore, additional phases of the Tehachapi Conceptual Transmission 

Plan, which will not likely be completed until after 2010, will be required for SCE’s projects.  

SCE currently anticipates filing its CPCNs for Tehachapi Phases 2 and 3 in the spring of 2007. 

B. Experience With RPS Generators’ Willingness To Propose Or Consider 

Curtailability To Facilitate Acceptable Bids Or Products 

In D.05-07-039, which approved the IOUs’ 2005 RPS Procurement Plans, the 

Commission ordered that:  

The 2005 RPS procurement plan and 2005 Request for Proposals 
from Eligible Renewable Resource Suppliers for Electric Energy 
Protocol of Southern California Edison Company (SCE) are 
approved, provided that, not later than one week from the date of 
this order, SCE files and serves its 2005 Request for Proposals 
from Eligible Renewable Resource Suppliers for Electric Energy 
Protocol, revised to: 
 
a) Allow bids from generators outside its service territory that 
propose delivery of the product to any point in the California 
Independent System Operator (CAISO) control area; 
 
b) Allow bids that have curtailability as an attribute.3 

In 2005, SCE modified its bid protocol accordingly and received no bids which proposed 

curtailability as an attribute.  In the 2003 solicitation SCE did receive bids that proposed 

curtailability, with a cap of 5%, as a feature of the contract.  SCE is currently working with the 

CAISO on finding ways to provide early interconnection of renewable resources prior to 

transmission projects’ completion.  SCE is hopeful that renewable developers and CAISO can 

                                                 

3 D.05-07-039 at ordering paragraph 9.   
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find terms of an agreement that allow for this early interconnection, while minimizing any 

impact on the grid. 

C. Experience With Expanding Deliverability From Only The CAISO Control Area To 

Anywhere In California 

SCE is generally receptive to deliverability outside of the CAISO control area to 

anywhere in the California.  SCE will consider such proposals if and when they occur through its 

annual solicitations.   

VII. 

SCE’S WORKPLAN TO REACH 20% BY 2010 

A. Identification Of Any Impediments That Remain To Reaching 20% By 2010 

Three factors have combined to affect SCE’s ability to reach the overall goal of 20% 

renewables by 2010.  The principal impediment to reaching the goal, as discussed at greater 

length in the preceding section, is that renewable developers proposed projects in areas where 

significant transmission is needed.  As a result, new transmission projects are needed to access 

renewable resources and these projects require time to plan, permit and construct.   

Additionally, SCE’s bundled customer sales growth rate continues to exceed projections.  

This has caused SCE to increase its projection of future loads, thereby increasing SCE’s future 

renewable procurement goals.  These increased procurement goals will likely require even more 

transmission upgrades in the future. 

Finally, competition for the supply of economic, technically accessible renewable 

resources in California is immense.  Simply stated, the demand for cost effective, viable 

renewable resources appears to exceed the supply.  
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B. What the LSE is doing to address those impediments 

Over the past two years, SCE has attempted to expedite the permitting and construction 

of renewable transmission facilities.  Among other things, SCE sought authority for a Renewable 

Trunk Line at the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) in 2005.  Unfortunately, 

FERC rejected SCE’s proposal.  However, the CAISO has now repackaged the SCE proposal 

and plans to re-file it, consistent with guidance provided in the decision rejecting the SCE 

application.  SCE also filed Advice Letter (“AL”)-1950, seeking the Commission’s authorization 

to record costs associated with interconnection/environmental studies for renewable projects with 

contracts in order to avoid a one-year delay in regulatory approval.  As noted above, SCE has 

filed CPCNs for Segments 1, 2 and 3 of the Antelope project and will shortly file CPCNs for 

Phases 2 and 3 of the Tehachapi project. 

VIII. 

A SHOWING ON THE LSE’S CURRENT CONSIDERATION OF WHETHER OR NOT 

TO BUILD ITS OWN RENEWABLE GENERATION TO REACH 20% BY 2010 

SCE is currently evaluating the possibility of building renewable and other generating 

resources.  However, SCE still has a major obstacle to pursuing any new generating resource at 

this time.  In D.04-12-048, the Commission established an asymmetric cost sharing mechanism 

for utility constructed new generating resources.  In effect, the Commission departed from 

traditional utility cost-of-service ratemaking by requiring the utility to establish a bid-price for its 

construction costs.  Should the actual cost be higher than the bid, then utility shareholders would 

pay for 100% of the overage.  Should the actual cost be lower than the bid, then shareholders and 

ratepayers would share the savings 50/50.  On January 19, 2005, SCE applied for rehearing of 

this 50/50 cost savings sharing provision.  On September 8, 2005, in D.05-09-022, the 

Commission acknowledged that an evidentiary record may be lacking to support the 50/50 

sharing mechanism and granted a limited rehearing to develop a legally adequate record, but 

maintained the 50/50 allocation in the interim.  All other portions of SCE’s Application for 
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Rehearing on this issue were denied.  The Rehearing on this limited issue will be conducted in 

R.06-02-013 (the rulemaking for SCE’s Long Term Procurement Plan (“LTPP”)).  Thus, until 

this 50/50 sharing mechanism is re-heard, SCE remains faced with an asymmetric cost sharing 

mechanism for utility-built new generating resources and is practically prevented from pursuing 

utility built renewable generation. 

On May 11, 2006, the Commission issued SCE’s Test Year 2006 General Rate Case 

Decision (D.06-05-016) (the “GRC decision”) which allows “rate recovery of costs that support 

new generation and that are not associated with proposed projects” with functions including: “(1) 

identifying locations for new generation, (2) evaluating generating technologies, (3) tracking 

regulatory and legislative generation-related initiatives, and (4) the development of the BOON 

[Best Option Outside Negotiation] for future generation needs.”4  Thus, base-rate funding was 

authorized for studying future generation needs (including renewable).  However, the costs of 

actual, proposed projects are only recoverable via selection through a solicitation in the LTPP 

process, which, at least in the interim, are subject to the asymmetric cost sharing mechanism 

discussed above. 

Since the authorization of funding in May, SCE has begun the developmental new 

generation studies contemplated in the GRC decision.  Among other things, the characteristics 

and costs of new generation, potential sites, and transmission issues, are presently being studied 

for a variety of potential new generation.  In particular, for renewable resources, SCE has 

planned a study beginning in the third quarter of 2006 and expects some initial results by the 

second quarter of 2007.  It is likely that, should SCE determine that there is a cost-effective 

renewable resource that it could propose to benefit its customers, SCE would pursue the 

development of this resource assuming a successful resolution of the asymmetric risk issue.   

                                                 

4 D.06-05-016 at 52-53.   
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IX. 

SUMMARY OF CHANGES IN THE 2007 PLAN FROM THE 2006 PLAN 

The following table lists the significant changes that were made to SCE’s 2006 Plan 

documents from the current 2007 plan documents, what sections and/or pages were amended, 

and the reason for the change.   

 

Changes Sections and/or Pages Reason For Change 

Attached a new Appendix F 
which provides further 
instructions to Sellers 
regarding structure of Seller's 
proposals.   

Procurement Protocols, 
Appendix F.   

SCE developed a new 
performance standard for wind 
generating facilities and 
Appendix F allows Seller's 
with wind generating facilities 
to adjust their proposed 
pricing based upon the new 
performance standard. 

New Performance Standard 
for Wind Generating Facilities 

Pro Forma Agreement, 
Sections 1.01, 3.05, 3.15, 3.23, 
4.07, 4.08, and Exhibits A, F, 
M and T. 

The new standard addresses 
the fact that wind turbine 
manufacturer guarantees are 
generally no longer 
commercially available. 
Accordingly, SCE has 
developed a new performance 
standard that is based upon 
actual wind data from the 
generating facility. 

Scheduling Coordinator 
Services 

Pro Forma Agreement, 
Sections 2.06, 3.01, 3.03, 3.10, 
3.11, 3.12, 3.13, 3.21, 4.02, 
4.03, 4.04, 11.02, and Exhibits 
A, D and R. 

SCE will provide scheduling 
coordinator services in order 
to address the fact that some 
Sellers have difficulty in 
assessing the price of 
scheduling coordinator 
services (as well as other 
market related costs). 

Wind Turbine Manufacturer 
Guarantee (For Wind 
Generating Facilities) 

Form of Seller’s Proposal, 
Deleted previous Sections 
3.14 and Exhibit O. 

SCE has deleted the 
manufacturer guarantee 
requirement in order to 
address the fact that such 
guarantees are generally no 
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longer commercially 
available. 

New Standard for 
Meteorological Equipment 
(for Intermittent Generating 
Facilities) 

Form of Seller’s Proposal, 
Sections 3.06 and Exhibit S. 

SCE has included these 
provisions in order to address 
the changing standards for 
meteorological equipment. 

Disposition of CAISO 
Charges and Inclusion of an 
SCE Penalty 

Form of Seller’s Proposal, 
Section 3.20, 4.03 and Exhibit 
P. 

SCE has included these 
provisions in order to allocate 
costs related to SCE providing 
services as scheduling 
coordinator. 

X. 

ANYTHING ELSE NECESSARY FOR A FULL AND COMPLETE PRESENTATION 

OF SCE’S 2007 RPS PROCUREMENT PLAN FOR THE COMMISSION’S 

CONSIDERATION 

SCE has no additional comments. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
FRANK J. COOLEY 
CATHY KARLSTAD 
WILLIAM V. WALSH 

 
By: William V. Walsh 

Attorneys for 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue 
Post Office Box 800 
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E-mail: William.V.Walsh@SCE.com 

Dated:  September 25, 2006 



  

 

VERIFICATION 

I am an officer of the Southern California Edison Company and am authorized to make 

this verification on its behalf.  I am informed and believe that the matters stated in the foregoing 

document are true.   

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.   

Executed this 25th day of September 2006, at Rosemead, California. 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 
 
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue 
Post Office Box 800 
Rosemead, California 91770 

 



  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix 1 
Public Version 

Statement Of RPS Procurement For 2004 Through 2013 





  

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that, pursuant to the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, I 

have this day served a true copy of SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY’S (U 
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Executed this 25th day of September, 2006, at Rosemead, California. 
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Link to the RPS bid solicitation materials:   
 
http://www3.sce.com/sscc/law/dis/dbattach1e.nsf/0/EA0561DE3BAF5F3F882571F500644ECE/
$FILE/r0605027+RPS+-+SCE+Procurement+Plan+-+Appendix+2.pdf 
 
 
   
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix F 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Procurement Rulebook (Vol. 3) Redlines 
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Day-Ahead 
Transactions 

In the context of physical electrical energy transactions, day-
ahead refers to transactions executed on one day for delivery 
on the "next" as defined by the Western Electricity 
Coordinating Council ("WECC") Preschedule Calendar.  On a 
non-holiday week, this schedule is as follows: 
 
          Trading Day  Delivery Day 
 Monday  Tuesday 
 Tuesday  Wednesday 
 Wednesday  Thursday 
 Thursday  Friday and Saturday 
 Friday   Sunday and Monday 
 
In the context of physical natural gas transactions, day-ahead 
refers to transactions executed on one day for delivery on the 
"next" as defined by the Intercontinental Exchange ("ICE") 
Next Day Trading Calendar Physical Natural Gas.  This 
schedule is as follows: 
 
 Trading Day  Delivery Day 
 Monday  Tuesday 
 Tuesday  Wednesday 
 Wednesday  Thursday 
 Thursday  Friday  
 Friday   Saturday, Sunday and Monday 
 

Debt Equivalence 
or DE 

The term used by credit rating agencies to take into account 
the fixed financial obligations and their corresponding effect 
on a utility’s balance sheet and credit quality that result from 
the utility’s execution of long-term purchased power 
agreements. 

Direct Access or 
DA 

The ability of a retail customer to purchase electricity or other 
energy products directly from a supplier other than a 
traditional vertically-integrated supplier, such as an investor-
owned utility. 

DRA (formerly 
ORA) 

Division of Ratepayer Advocates of the CPUC.  The DRA was 
formerly named the Office of Ratepayer Advocates or ORA, 
and is referred to as ORA in the cited Commission decisions.  

Duration or Term 
of a Contract 

The delivery period of a contract (from the first day of 
delivery to the last day of delivery, as provided under the 
terms of the agreement. 
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DWR or CDWR California Department of Water Resources. 

EIX Refers to Edison International, the parent of SCE. 

Energy Division or 
ED 

The Energy Division within the CPUC. 

ERRA Energy Resource Recovery Account. 

ES&M Energy Supply and Management Department within SCE’s 
Power Procurement Business Unit. 

FERC Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 

FOF Findings of fact found in CPUC decisions. 

Forward 
Transactions 

Transactions in which delivery occurs or extends beyond the 
Prompt Month. 

IEPR Integrated Energy Policy Report.  This is a biennial Report 
that the CEC is mandated to prepare by Senate Bill 1389 
(passed in Fall 2002).  The CPUC has stated that it views the 
CEC’s IEPR process as the appropriate venue for considering 
issues of load forecasting, resource assessment and scenario 
analysis to determine the appropriate level and ranges of 
resource needs for load serving entities in California.  
Therefore, in its procurement proceedings, the CPUC adopts 
the CEC’s determination of the residual net short of each IOU 
in the IEPR proceeding.  

Independent 
Evaluator or IE 

An independent entity retained by an IOU, pursuant to 
Commission requirements, to review its competitive selection 
process where affiliate, IOU-built, or IOU turnkey projects are 
bidding.   

IOU Investor-Owned Utility 

ISO or CAISO California Independent Systems Operator, which has 
operational control over the combined transmission grids of 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, San Diego Gas and 
Electric Company, and Southern California Edison, and 
provides open, non-discriminatory access thereto. 

IUE Inter-Utility Exchange. 
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Least-Cost Best-Fit Methodology for taking into account both the cost of offers 

received from bidders and the extent to which the offers 
provide energy or other attributes needed by the buyer. 

Load-Serving 
Entity or LSE 

Entity that provides electricity and/or natural gas commodity 
to customers. 

Local Area 
Reliability (or 
LAR) 
Requirements 

Requirements imposed by the CPUC on Load-Serving Entities 
to contract for electrical generating capacity in a designated 
Local Area. 

Long-Term 
Transactions 

Transactions with durations greater than or equal to five years 
in length. 

Mid-Term 
Transactions 

Transactions with durations less than five years, that are either 
greater than three calendar months in duration or are procured 
more than three calendar months in advance of start of 
delivery. 

Non-Standard 
Product 

A product that is likely to be readily available through 
brokerages and exchanges and may be traded “liquidly.” A 
product is defined as being traded “liquidly” when it has a 
high level of trading activity and open interest. 

OASIS Open Access Same Time Information System, a computerized 
system of electronic sites that post offers for standard electric 
transmission products at FERC tariff rates. 

OP Ordering Paragraphs, which appear in CPUC decisions. 

Over-the-Counter 
or OTC 

Trades of electricity or natural gas, or futures thereof, on any 
open commodities market.   

PG&E Pacific Gas and Electric Company. 

PPA Power purchase agreement. 

Procurement 
Review Group or 
PRG 

A Commission-authorized entity made up of eligible non-
market participants, such as consumer groups and state agency 
representatives, who are given the opportunity to review IOU 
procurement activity.   
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Prompt-Month In the context of electricity transactions, the month following 

the month for which Day-Ahead power trading is taking place.  

In the context of natural gas transactions, the nearest delivery 
month for which NYMEX futures prices are published. 

Qualifying Facility 
or QF 

A facility that qualifies for specified treatment under the 
Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (PURPA), 
Pub.L. No. 95-617 (Nov. 9, 1978), codified in part at, 16 
U.S.C. § 824a-3, et seq. 

RAPT Risk Assessment and Planning Tool. 

RAR Resource Adequacy Requirement. 

Ratable Rate SCE’s method of establishing transaction rate limits, generally 
arrived at by dividing the maximum transaction volume 
requirements by the number of months or years available to 
conduct transactions. 

Request for Offers 
or RFO 

Request by a utility for offers from producers and marketers 
for contracts to sell (or buy) electric capacity, energy, natural 
gas or other products to the utility. 

Request for 
Proposals or RFP 

Request by a utility for proposals from producers and 
marketers for contracts to sell (or buy) electric capacity, 
energy, natural gas or other products to the utility. 

Residual Net Long 
Position or RNL 

Excess of electric capacity, energy or natural gas in any given 
time period over the amount of the IOU’s projected 
requirement for that time period.  Also called Net Long 
Position.  “Residual” refers to the net position after inclusion 
in the portfolio of the CDWR contracts allocated to that IOU. 

Residual Net Short 
Position or RNS 

Shortfall of electric capacity, energy or natural gas in any 
given time period below the amount of the IOU’s projected 
requirement for that time period. “Residual” refers to the net 
position after inclusion in the portfolio of the CDWR contracts 
allocated to that IOU. 

RMC SCE’s Risk Management Committee. 

SCE Southern California Edison Company. 

SDG&E San Diego Gas and Electric Company. 
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Short-Term 
Transactions 

Unless otherwise specified,1 this term is used by SCE to refer 
to transactions with delivery terms less than or equal to 31 
days in length and which take place within one calendar month 
of start of delivery.Transactions with delivery terms less than 
or equal to three calendar months in duration, and initial 
delivery scheduled to begin up to three calendar quarters 
forward.   

Spot Market 
Transactions 

Transactions that take place in either the Day-Ahead, Hour-
Ahead or real-time markets. 

TEVaR (or Time 
To Expiration 
Value at Risk) 

TEVaR is an indication of the uncertainty in future cash flows, 
and is determined by calculating the difference between 
expected (or base case) portfolio costs and the costs in a lower 
probability scenario (such as the 95th or 99th percentile case).   

Turnkey Projects or transactions in which the developer sells the project 
to an IOU at a pre-determined price and pre-determined 
capacity and operating characteristics at the time the project 
enters commercial operation. 

 

                                                 
1 This definition differs from the use of the term “short-term transactions” in some Commission 
decisions.  To resolve any ambiguities in the Rulebook, the SCE definition is to be assumed applicable 
unless otherwise specified in the text of a particular Rule. 
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3.A.3             Over-the-Counter Brokerages 
 
Rule: 
 
The IOUs are authorized to use reputable Over-the-Counter (“OTC”) brokers.2 (D.03-
12-062 at 27.) 
  
Discussion of Rule: 
 
SCE’s list of approved OTC brokers is set forth in Attachment III-2. In authorizing 
SCE’s use of OTC brokers, the Commission declared: 
 
We will hold the utilities to the same high standards for transactions 
consummated through OTC brokers as we do for exchange transactions.  That 
is, the utilities shall demonstrate that the identified OTC brokers provide 
prices that are equivalent to those of exchanges.  (D.03-12-062 at 27.)   
 
The standard established by the Commission for the use of transparent exchanges is 
that the “procurement plans shall demonstrate that the identified electronic trading 
exchanges the utility intends to use provide transparent prices.”  (D.02-10-062 at 32.)  
Therefore, SCE construes this Rule as requiring that SCE make the same showing 
that it must make when proposing to add a new exchange to its list.  That is, when 
SCE proposes to add a new broker to its list of approved brokers and exchanges 
through an advice letter filing or application, it must demonstrate that prices provided 
by that broker are both visible (i.e., price is knowable and available to any interested 
market participant) and representative (i.e. posted price and quantity are 
determinative of the final transaction cost). 
 
SCE is directed to consult with its PRG regarding specific implementation options 
that are available.  (D.04-12-048 at 119, COL 41.) 
 
So long as an authorized brokerage provides visible and representative pricing, as 
described above in Rule 3.A.2, transactions executed through an authorized brokerage 
or exchange are compliant with an IOU’s procurement plan and no further showing in 
an IOU’s quarterly compliance filing is required.  A strong showing standard, similar 
to that applicable to bilateral transactions, should not be required for transactions 
executed through a brokerage or exchange, because those transactions are anonymous 
and the brokerages and exchanges provide visible and representative pricing.  (2006 
LTPP at_Vol. 2, Section VII.B.2, approved in D.xx-xx-xxx.)

                                                 
2 Brokerages provide a forum in which both purchases and sellers can reach on agreement on price for 
a given product.  Unlike exchanges, which are discussed in the previous Rule, brokerages do not take 
title to the products transacted.  The brokerage acts as a “middle-man” between the purchaser and 
seller such that they both can remain anonymous until after a final agreement on price has been 
reached.  Brokerages charge a commission fee for services rendered. 
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Additional Reference: 
 
2004 STPP at 121-22 (approved by D.03-12-062). 
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3.A.4              Direct Bilateral Contracting 
 
Rule: 
 
The Commission has authorized the IOUs to use negotiated bilateral contracting 
under the following four circumstances: (a) to enter into short-term transactions of up 
to three calendar months in duration, (b) to procure non-standard products, (c) to 
procure natural gas storage and pipeline capacity where there are five or fewer 
counterparties who can supply the product, and (d) to enhance local area reliability. 
 

3.A.4(a)           Short-Term Transactions  
 
Rule: 
 
For short-term transactions of up to three calendar months (one quarter) duration and 
up to one quarter forward (measured from the date the transaction is entered into to 
the start date for delivery or activation of the hedge), the IOUs are authorized to 3use 
direct bilaterals (D.03-12-062 at 39, as clarified by D.04-12-048 FOF 73, OP 15.) 
subject to a “strong showing” (D.03-12-062 at 39) that these transactions “represent a 
reasonable approximation of what a transparent competitive market would produce.” 
(D.02-10-062 at 34.) 

 
Discussion of Rule: 
 
Negotiated bilateral contracts should be separately reported in an IOU’s quarterly 
compliance filing.  (D.03-12-062 at OP 11.)  A detailed discussion of CPUC guidance 
regarding the Quarterly Compliance Filing process is set forth infra in Section 9.B.1. 
 
The “strong showing” requirement can be met by showing competing price offers, 
results of market surveys, broker and online quotes, and/or other sources of price 
information such as published indices, historical price information for similar time 
blocks, and a comparison to RFOs completed within one month of the transaction.  
(D.02-12-074 at 7)  SCE sets forth its strong showing in its Quarterly Compliance 
Filing. 
 
Additional Reference: 
 
2004 STPP at 124-28 (approved by D.03-12-062). 

                                                 
3 Note that this Commission definition of “short-term transactions” differs from SCE’s definition. 
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3.A.4(a)(1)  Contracts With Durations of One Calendar 
Month or Less 

 
Rule: 
 
The “strong showing” requirement for bilateral contracting is waived for negotiated 
bilateral contracts for non-standard products procured 31 days or less in advance of 
start of delivery and with terms of one calendar month or less.  (D.03-06-067 at 20, 
OP 3.d.) 
 
Discussion of Rule: 
 
Although the strong showing requirement is waived for these transactions, the utility 
should demonstrate that such transactions are reasonable based on available and 
relevant market data supporting the transaction.  This may include showing 
competing price offers, results of market surveys, broker and online quotes, and/or 
other sources of price information such as published indices, historical price 
information for similar time blocks, and comparison to RFOs completed within one 
month of the transaction.  (D.03-06-067 at 20, OP 3.d.) 
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3.A.8(b)Transactions With Durations Greater Than Three 
Calendar Months Or Delivery Starting More Than One 
Quarter ForwardMid-Term and Long-Term Transactions 

 
Rule: 
 
For Mid-Term and Long-Term Ttransactions with durations greater than three 
calendar months, or delivery starting more than one quarter forward, such as long-
term PPAs, acquisition of generating resources or non-standard products, or other 
significant contracting efforts involving competitive solicitations (i.e. RFOs), the 
IOUs should follow a valuation process.  (D.03-12-062 at 37-38.) 
 
Discussion of Rule: 
 
The Commission requires that an IOU consult with its PRG for Mid-Term and Long-
Term Transactionstransactions greater than three calendar months in duration, or 
deliveries starting more than one quarter, forward, but leaves to the IOU’s discretion 
the exact process for approaching such procurement.  (D.03-12-062 at 37-38, D.04-
12-048, OP 15.)  The Commission has stated that it would “prefer,” however, that the 
IOUs use a process “similar” to that proposed by the DRA in D.03-12-062 at page 32: 

 
(1) Define scenarios or model inputs;  
(2) Weigh scenarios or model inputs;  
(3) Establish other input assumptions;  
(4) Establish candidate products that would be effective given particular stress 
scenarios and other model units;  
(5) Solicit hedge products;  
(6) Share bids with PRG;  
(7) Evaluate candidate hedges and rank according to cost-benefit analysis;  
(8) Meet with PRG and solicit comments from PRG members and attempt to 
reach a consensus;  
(9) Tentatively select hedges;  
(10) Update TEVaR to reflect the addition of the new candidate hedges; and  
(11) Select hedges.  (D.03-12-062 at 37-38.)4   
 

Although the Commission made clear that the IOUs are not explicitly mandated to 
follow the DRA-proposed procurement process, the Commission encouraged the 
utilities to use a “substantially similar process” stating: 

 
During our review of such transaction[s], we will, however, look 
favorably on utilities’ demonstration that their procurement practices 
have followed a process substantially similar to that suggested by 
[DRA].  (D.03-12-062 at 38.) 

                                                 
4 The DRA did not define or explain the steps set forth above when making its proposal, and there has 
been no guidance or elaboration from the Commission regarding the above process. 
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3.C.     Contract Terms 
 

3.C.1.               Contracts with Delivery Dates Through 20142016 
 
Rule: 
 
The IOUs’ procurement authority is extended on a rolling ten-year basis.  The IOUs 
are authorized to enter into short-term, mid-term and long-term contracts, with 
delivery start dates through 20142016.  (D.04-12-048 at 107-08.) 

 
Discussion of Rule: 
 
Contracts with durations greater than or equal to five years in length must be 
submitted with an application to the Commission for pre-approval.  An IOU may 
enter into contracts with durations less than five years in length, regardless of delivery 
date, without pre-approval, provided it submits necessary compliance filings. (D.04-
12-048 at 107-08, OP 14.)   
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3.D.      Transactions with SCE/EIX Affiliates 
 

3.D.1.             Mid-Term and Long-Term Transactions 
 
Rule: 
 
IOUs are permitted to enter into Mid-Term and Llong-term transactions with 
affiliates, so long as such transactions take place through an open and transparent 
solicitation process. (D.04-12-048 at 128-29.) 
 
Discussion of Rule: 
 
In addition to the requirements regarding RFOs set forth in Section 3.A., an IOU must 
retain the services of an Independent Evaluator to ensure the integrity of its 
solicitation process, as set forth in Rule 3.D.1(a) below. 
 
The Commission has not defined “long-term transactions.”
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3.D.2.              Short-Term Transactions 
  
Rule: 
 
Except as provided below in Rule 3.E.2(a), no short-term5 transactions may be 
consummated with an IOU affiliate.  (D. 04-12-048 at 128-29; OP27.) 

 
Discussion of Rule: 
 
In D.02-10-062, the CPUC issued a moratorium precluding the IOUs from entering 
into transactions with their affiliates beginning January 1, 2003.  (D.02-10-062 at 50, 
FOF 21.) 
 
In D.04-12-048, the Commission declined to lift the ban on short-term transactions, 
finding that: 

 
the short-term market moves too fast and there is too great of a 
potential for abusive self-dealing, with little or no possibility for 
Commission oversight of these types of transactions.  (D.04-12-048 at 
129.) 
 

As set forth in Rule 3.D.2(a), however, the Commission provided an exception to this 
Rule where such transactions take place through an anonymous process. 

                                                 
5 The Commission did not define “short-term” in the context of this rule.  SCE construes “short-term” 
in this context to refer to transactions of up to three calendar months or one quarter in duration with 
delivery start dates up to one quarter forward, which is the definition provided by the Commission in 
the context of bilateral transactions.  (See D.04-12-048 OP 15.) 
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6.C.      Prompt Month Electrical Capacity Sales and Purchases 
 

6.C.1.              Transaction Volume Limits  
 
Rule: 
 
There are no volume limits for Short-Term electrical capacity sales or purchases that 
conclude delivery before the end of the Prompt Month.  (2004 STPP at 5, 12, 115) 
 
Discussion of Rule: 
 
Electrical capacity is typically procured through multi-year contracts (see 2004 STPP 
at 82 (approved in D.03-12-062), although potentially could be offered on a Short-
TermPrompt Month basis.  
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6.E.      Prompt Month Energy Purchases And Sales 

 
6.E.1.            Short-TermPrompt Month Transaction Volume Limits 

 
Rule: 
 
Short-Term eEnergy purchases and sales transactions that conclude delivery prior to 
the end of the Prompt Month are not subject to volume limits. (2004 STPP at 5, 12, 
115)  
 
Discussion of Rule: 
 
In D.03-12-062, the Commission approved, without comment, SCE’s explanation of 
the inappropriateness of volume limits on short-term energy transactions.
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6.E.2.              Short-TermPrompt Month Transaction Rate Limits 
 
Rule: 
 
Short-term eEnergy purchases and sales transactions that conclude delivery prior to 
the end of the Prompt Month are not subject to transaction rate limits. (2004 STPP at 
115-16 (approved in D.03-12-062)) 
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8.A.2.              TEVaR Measurement 
 
Rule: 
 
SCE should report portfolio risk using TEVaR measurement at the 99th 95th 
percentile.  (D.03-12-062 at 162006 LTPP at Vol. 2, Section VI.B, approved in D.xx-
xx-xxx.) 
 
Discussion of Rule: 
 
The CPUC found that TEVaR is widely accepted as a reliable method of measuring 
risk, and prescribed its use by all IOUs to ensure “standardized risk reporting in order 
to measure ratepayer risk on an ‘apples to apples’ basis and to ensure that utility 
procurement decisions will benefit all IOU ratepayers in an equitable and unbiased 
manner.”  (D.03-12-062 at 13-14) 
 
The 99th percentile presents the 1 in 100 outcome.  Costs above the 99th percentile are 
expected to occur less than one in a hundred occasions.  (D.03-12-062 at 15)  
 
SCE uses a 99th 95th percentile TEVaR reporting measure in the preparation of its 
Monthly Report on Energy Procurement Risk, which is distributed to the ED, its PRG 
and the CERS.  (D.03-12-062 at 16 (ordering monthly reporting to the ED))  For a 
more detailed discussion of the requirement that SCE file a monthly report on energy 
procurement risk, see subsection 7.A.1 below. 
 
If between quarterly PRG meetings, SCE’s estimated portfolio risk (measured at the 
99th 95th percentile) exceeds 125% of the CRT, which is currently set at 1¢ per kWh, 
SCE should promptly meet with its PRG.  (D.03-12-062 at 15; discussion of the PRG, 
supra at Rule 3.F.3)
 
 



 11-8 

 
III-3  Authorized Procurement Products 

 

Transaction Description Benefit /Cost 

Forward Spot (Day-Ahead & 
Hour-ahead (purchase, sale, or 

exchange) 

Purchase pre-scheduled energy or load reductions 
at fixed price 

Needed to balance short-term 
load/resource changes/ 
Vulnerable to price volatility 

Real-time (purchase or sale) Energy imbalance transactions or load reductions Balances Short-term needs/ 
Vulnerable to price volatility 

Forward Energy (purchase or sale)  Contracts entered into in advance of delivery 
time, includes block/forward products (e.g., fixed 
amounts of energy over a specified period of time 
(e.g., 7x24, 6x16, super-peak, and shaped 
products) Could be fixed price 

Reduces price risk / Risk that 
prices will be below contracted 
rate 

Forward Energy (demand side) Baseload usage reduction through investments in 
permanent energy efficiency 

Reduces price risk and cost 
overall 

Capacity (purchase or sale) Right to purchase energy in exchange for 
capacity payment. If exercised, buyer also pays 
incremental energy charge at specified rate 

Reduces spot price risk / Reduced 
risk comes at cost of reservation 
and energy charges 

Capacity (demand side) Right to purchase load reductions for capacity 
payments 

Provides dispatchable reliability 

Tradable Resource Adequacy 
Capacity Only (purchase or sale) 

The product is capacity meeting the 
Commission’s Resource Adequacy requirements.  
Does not convey any energy attributes to the 
buyer.   

Allows trading of capacity to 
meet RA or local RAR 
obligations. 

On-site energy or capacity Energy or capacity products self-generated on the 
customer side of the meter 

Provides locational reliability and 
lowers price risk through supply 
diversity 

Tolling Agreement Type of capacity product where buyer hedges 
fuel cost risk by providing the gas supply, 
transportation, and storage  

Reduces peak price risk / Buyer 
pays reservation or capacity 
charges, and is open to gas price 
risk 

Peak for off-peak exchange Trades peak energy for off-peak energy (x peak 
MWH < y off-peak MWH) 

Reduces peak price risks / 
Increases off-peak price risks 

Seasonal exchange Buyer receives peak energy in Summer and 
returns peak energy in Winter 

Reduces summer price risk 
/Increases winter peak price risk 

Physical call (or put) option Deal to purchase energy in future at pre-set price 
(price may be pegged to an index).  [Call is right 
to purchase, put is right to sell.] 

Call reduces price risk, with 
option to not exercise right if 
prices lower. Put insulates from 
reduced value of excess energy / 
Fee associated with these rights 

Financial call (or put) option Caps energy price without losing the benefit of 
lower prices.  Price of energy is capped at a fixed 
price; at times when an agreed upon index price 
falls below the fixed (strike) price, the buyer pays 
the lower index price  

Reduces price risk / Reduced risk 
comes at price of option premium 
(fee) 

Financial swap Buyer gets or pays difference between floating 
price index and a fixed negotiated price 

Locks in fixed price (reduces 
price risk) / Cost if negative 
difference between floating index 
and fixed price 
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III-3  Authorized Procurement Products 

(Cont’d) 

Transaction Description Benefit /Cost 

Insurance (Counterparty credit 
insurance, cross commodity hedges) 

Buyer can insure against various adverse events 
(such as extreme temperature, a generating unit 
failure, or counterparty default, among others), to 
reduce price risk 

Insurance policies can reduce 
price risk, but increase energy 
costs by the amount of the 
insurance premium 

Electricity Transmission Products Arranged through CA ISO and with non-ISO 
transmission owners.  Also includes purchase of 
transmission rights or use of locational spreads. 

Reduces price risk associated 
with varying transmission 
conditions. 

Import Counting Right (purchase or 
sale) 

Conveys the right to import capacity at an intertie 
for RA-counting purposes only.  Does not convey 
physical capacity of the tie or of a generating 
resource, nor the energy output from a generating 
facility.   

Allows the buyer to obtain import 
counting rights, which can then 
be combined with an RA-
countable import resource to 
obtain RA credit  

Gas Transportation Transaction Buyer contracts for transportation of gas to a 
determined delivery point, at a set price (could be 
fixed or variable) over a specified time-frame 

Reduces price risk associated 
with gas transportation (and 
therefore, limits some electric 
generation price risk for gas-fired 
units) 

Gas Transportation Receipt Point 
Rights 

Provides the buyer with firm delivery or first 
priority for delivery of natural gas at specified 
points. 

Benefits SCE’s customers by 
assisting it in its effort to maintain 
continued reliability of electric 
service. 

Gas Storage Buyer reserves gas storage capacity for a defined 
price 

Hedges price risk associated with 
gas storage 

Gas Purchases Purchased on a monthly, multi-month, or annual 
block basis 

Used to hedge fuel cost risk 
associated with capacity contracts 

Ancillary Services Replacement reserve, regulation up, regulation 
down, spinning-reserve, non-spinning reserve 

Needed to assure system 
reliability 

Structured Transactions  Combine one or more product types, varying 
expiration dates, tiered prices, etc.   

Tailor hedges to match your 
exposure.   

Emissions Credits futures or 
forwards 

Provides right to purchase emissions credits at a 
fixed price. 

Hedge exposure to emissions 
limits resulting from contractual 
terms.   

Weather triggered options   Any transaction otherwise authorized with 
payment/exercise rights based on weather. 

Tailor hedges to match exposure 
correlated with weather 
conditions. 

Forecast Insurance  Payment to SCE occurs in case of deviations of 
weather from forecast. 

Hedges costs resulting from 
inaccurate forecasts. 

Gas Purchases Purchased on a daily basis. Used to hedge fuel cost risk 
associated with capacity 
contracts. 
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Proposed Procurement Volume and Rate of Transaction Limits 



Table 1
Capacity Limit Tables: All DA Scenarios

Resource Adequacy Annual Capacity Limits (MW), XXX DA Load Scenario
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Capacity Limit - XXX DA redacted 11,010 16,199 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566

Resource Adequacy Annual Capacity Limits (MW),       XXX DA Load Scenario
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Capacity Limit - XXX DA redacted 12,005 17,206 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669

Resource Adequacy Annual Capacity Limits (MW),            XXX DA Load Scenario
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Capacity Limit - XXX DA redacted 12,999 18,214 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772

Resource Adequacy Annual Capacity Limits (MW),              XXX DA Load Scenario
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Capacity Limit - XXX DA redacted 13,994 19,221 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875  



 
Table 2 - XXX DA
Capacity Ratable Rates XXX DA

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Capacity Limit 11,010 16,199 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
Ratable Rate redacted 11,010 8,099 6,336 4,843 3,940 3,355 2,979 2,700 2,507

Transaction Year
2007 11,010 8,099 6,336 4,843 3,940 3,355 2,979 2,700 2,507
2008 redacted 11,010 16,199 12,671 9,685 7,879 6,710 5,958 5,400 5,015
2009 11,010 16,199 19,007 14,528 11,819 10,065 8,938 8,099 7,522
2010 11,010 16,199 19,007 19,371 15,759 13,420 11,917 10,799 10,029
2011 16,199 19,007 19,371 19,698 16,775 14,896 13,499 12,537
2012 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 17,875 16,199 15,044
2013 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 18,899 17,551
2014 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 20,059
2015 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2016 20,854 21,599 22,566
2017 21,599 22,566

Transaction Year
2007 11,010 16,199 12,671 9,685 7,879 6,710 5,958 5,400 5,015
2008 redacted 11,010 16,199 19,007 19,371 15,759 13,420 11,917 10,799 10,029
2009 11,010 16,199 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 17,875 16,199 15,044
2010 11,010 16,199 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 20,059
2011 16,199 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2012 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2013 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2014 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2015 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2016 20,854 21,599 22,566
2017 21,599 22,566

Transaction Year
2007 11,010 16,199 19,007 14,528 11,819 10,065 8,938 8,099 7,522
2008 redacted 11,010 16,199 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 17,875 16,199 15,044
2009 11,010 16,199 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2010 11,010 16,199 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2011 16,199 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2012 19,007 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2013 19,371 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2014 19,698 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2015 20,130 20,854 21,599 22,566
2016 20,854 21,599 22,566
2017 21,599 22,566

1 times Ratable Rate

2 times Ratable Rate

3 times Ratable Rate

 
 
 
Table 2 - XXX DA
Capacity Ratable Rates XXX DA

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Capacity Limit 12,005 17,206 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
Ratable Rate redacted 12,005 8,603 6,676 5,101 4,149 3,532 3,133 2,836 2,630

Transaction Year
2007 12,005 8,603 6,676 5,101 4,149 3,532 3,133 2,836 2,630
2008 redacted 12,005 17,206 13,352 10,202 8,297 7,063 6,265 5,672 5,260
2009 12,005 17,206 20,028 15,303 12,446 10,595 9,398 8,508 7,890
2010 12,005 17,206 20,028 20,404 16,595 14,127 12,531 11,344 10,520
2011 17,206 20,028 20,404 20,744 17,659 15,663 14,180 13,149
2012 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 18,796 17,015 15,779
2013 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 19,851 18,409
2014 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 21,039
2015 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2016 21,929 22,687 23,669
2017 22,687 23,669

Transaction Year
2007 12,005 17,206 13,352 10,202 8,297 7,063 6,265 5,672 5,260
2008 redacted 12,005 17,206 20,028 20,404 16,595 14,127 12,531 11,344 10,520
2009 12,005 17,206 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 18,796 17,015 15,779
2010 12,005 17,206 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 21,039
2011 17,206 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2012 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2013 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2014 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2015 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2016 21,929 22,687 23,669
2017 22,687 23,669

Transaction Year
2007 12,005 17,206 20,028 15,303 12,446 10,595 9,398 8,508 7,890
2008 redacted 12,005 17,206 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 18,796 17,015 15,779
2009 12,005 17,206 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2010 12,005 17,206 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2011 17,206 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2012 20,028 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2013 20,404 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2014 20,744 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2015 21,190 21,929 22,687 23,669
2016 21,929 22,687 23,669
2017 22,687 23,669

3 times Ratable Rate

1 times Ratable Rate

2 times Ratable Rate

 
 



Table 2 - XXX DA
Capacity Ratable Rates XXX DA

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Capacity Limit 12,999 18,214 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
Ratable Rate redacted 12,999 9,107 7,017 5,359 4,358 3,708 3,286 2,972 2,752

Transaction Year
2007 12,999 9,107 7,017 5,359 4,358 3,708 3,286 2,972 2,752
2008 redacted 12,999 18,214 14,033 10,719 8,716 7,417 6,572 5,944 5,505
2009 12,999 18,214 21,050 16,078 13,073 11,125 9,859 8,916 8,257
2010 12,999 18,214 21,050 21,438 17,431 14,834 13,145 11,888 11,010
2011 18,214 21,050 21,438 21,789 18,542 16,431 14,860 13,762
2012 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 19,717 17,832 16,515
2013 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 20,804 19,267
2014 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 22,020
2015 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2016 23,003 23,776 24,772
2017 23,776 24,772

Transaction Year
2007 12,999 18,214 14,033 10,719 8,716 7,417 6,572 5,944 5,505
2008 redacted 12,999 18,214 21,050 21,438 17,431 14,834 13,145 11,888 11,010
2009 12,999 18,214 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 19,717 17,832 16,515
2010 12,999 18,214 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 22,020
2011 18,214 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2012 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2013 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2014 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2015 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2016 23,003 23,776 24,772
2017 23,776 24,772

Transaction Year
2007 12,999 18,214 21,050 16,078 13,073 11,125 9,859 8,916 8,257
2008 redacted 12,999 18,214 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 19,717 17,832 16,515
2009 12,999 18,214 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2010 12,999 18,214 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2011 18,214 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2012 21,050 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2013 21,438 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2014 21,789 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2015 22,250 23,003 23,776 24,772
2016 23,003 23,776 24,772
2017 23,776 24,772

1 times Ratable Rate

2 times Ratable Rate

3 times Ratable Rate

 
 
Table 2 - XXX DA
Capacity Ratable Rates XXX DA

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Capacity Limit 13,994 19,221 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
Ratable Rate redacted 13,994 9,611 7,357 5,618 4,567 3,885 3,440 3,108 2,875

Transaction Year
2007 13,994 9,611 7,357 5,618 4,567 3,885 3,440 3,108 2,875
2008 redacted 13,994 19,221 14,714 11,236 9,134 7,770 6,879 6,216 5,750
2009 13,994 19,221 22,071 16,854 13,701 11,655 10,319 9,324 8,625
2010 13,994 19,221 22,071 22,472 18,267 15,540 13,759 12,432 11,500
2011 19,221 22,071 22,472 22,834 19,425 17,199 15,540 14,375
2012 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 20,638 18,648 17,250
2013 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 21,756 20,125
2014 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 23,000
2015 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2016 24,078 24,865 25,875
2017 24,865 25,875

Transaction Year
2007 13,994 19,221 14,714 11,236 9,134 7,770 6,879 6,216 5,750
2008 redacted 13,994 19,221 22,071 22,472 18,267 15,540 13,759 12,432 11,500
2009 13,994 19,221 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 20,638 18,648 17,250
2010 13,994 19,221 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 23,000
2011 19,221 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2012 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2013 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2014 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2015 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2016 24,078 24,865 25,875
2017 24,865 25,875

Transaction Year
2007 13,994 19,221 22,071 16,854 13,701 11,655 10,319 9,324 8,625
2008 redacted 13,994 19,221 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 20,638 18,648 17,250
2009 13,994 19,221 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2010 13,994 19,221 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2011 19,221 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2012 22,071 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2013 22,472 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2014 22,834 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2015 23,311 24,078 24,865 25,875
2016 24,078 24,865 25,875
2017 24,865 25,875

1 times Ratable Rate

2 times Ratable Rate

3 times Ratable Rate

 



Table 3 - XXX DA

On-Peak Energy 
Purchase/Sales and 
Ratable Rates Limits On-Peak XXX DA Compliance

Term 1/
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1 X
Ratable
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2 X
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Rate

3 X
Ratable

Rate
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Ratable
Rate Term 1/
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1 X
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3 X
Ratable

Rate
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Ratable
Rate

2007 Jan-07 2012 Jan-12 60 4,509 75 150 225 2,184 36
Feb-07 1 Feb-12 61 4,221 69 138 208 2,421 40
Mar-07 2 Mar-12 62 3,824 62 123 185 2,649 43
Apr-07 3 Apr-12 63 3,807 60 121 181 3,259 52
May-07 4 May-12 64 3,956 62 124 185 3,063 48
Jun-07 5 redacted Jun-12 65 4,187 64 129 193 2,800 43
Jul-07 6 Jul-12 66 6,027 91 183 274 876 13
Aug-07 7 Aug-12 67 6,185 92 185 277 791 12
Sep-07 8 Sep-12 68 5,399 79 159 238 1,479 22
Oct-07 9 Oct-12 69 5,351 78 155 233 1,232 18
Nov-07 10 Nov-12 70 5,291 76 151 227 1,695 24
Dec-07 11 Dec-12 71 4,975 70 140 210 1,805 25

2008 Jan-08 12 2013 Jan-13 72 5,564 77 155 232 2,103 29
Feb-08 13 Feb-13 73 5,152 71 141 212 2,624 36
Mar-08 14 Mar-13 74 4,661 63 126 189 2,811 38
Apr-08 15 Apr-13 75 4,849 65 129 194 3,020 40
May-08 16 May-13 76 4,877 64 128 193 3,027 40
Jun-08 17 redacted Jun-13 77 5,224 68 136 204 2,678 35
Jul-08 18 Jul-13 78 6,851 88 176 263 1,470 19
Aug-08 19 Aug-13 79 7,237 92 183 275 409 5
Sep-08 20 Sep-13 80 6,848 86 171 257 791 10
Oct-08 21 Oct-13 81 6,860 85 169 254 539 7
Nov-08 22 Nov-13 82 5,622 69 137 206 1,643 20
Dec-08 23 Dec-13 83 5,462 66 132 197 1,892 23

2009 Jan-09 24 2014 Jan-14 84 5,937 71 141 212 1,811 22
Feb-09 25 Feb-14 85 5,614 66 132 198 2,229 26
Mar-09 26 Mar-14 86 5,182 60 121 181 2,476 29
Apr-09 27 Apr-14 87 4,921 57 113 170 2,513 29
May-09 28 May-14 88 4,825 55 110 164 2,969 34
Jun-09 29 redacted Jun-14 89 5,285 59 119 178 2,897 33
Jul-09 30 Jul-14 90 6,998 78 156 233 1,458 16
Aug-09 31 Aug-14 91 7,411 81 163 244 864 9
Sep-09 32 Sep-14 92 6,761 73 147 220 908 10
Oct-09 33 Oct-14 93 6,552 70 141 211 937 10
Nov-09 34 Nov-14 94 6,030 64 128 192 1,441 15
Dec-09 35 Dec-14 95 5,921 62 125 187 1,550 16

2010 Jan-10 36 2,355 65 131 196 1,780 49 2015 Jan-15 96 5,730 60 119 179 2,079 22
Feb-10 37 2,034 55 110 165 2,137 58 Feb-15 97 5,511 57 114 170 2,422 25
Mar-10 38 1,132 30 60 89 3,205 84 Mar-15 98 5,076 52 104 155 2,747 28
Apr-10 39 1,767 45 91 136 2,476 63 Apr-15 99 5,211 53 105 158 2,789 28
May-10 40 1,788 45 89 134 2,384 60 May-15 100 5,014 50 100 150 2,939 29
Jun-10 41 1,195 29 58 87 3,142 77 Jun-15 101 5,538 55 110 164 2,537 25
Jul-10 42 2,744 65 131 196 2,577 61 Jul-15 102 7,347 72 144 216 1,327 13
Aug-10 43 3,017 70 140 210 2,369 55 Aug-15 103 7,530 73 146 219 1,082 11
Sep-10 44 2,413 55 110 165 2,297 52 Sep-15 104 6,772 65 130 195 1,152 11
Oct-10 45 2,640 59 117 176 1,306 29 Oct-15 105 6,956 66 132 199 481 5
Nov-10 46 2,105 46 92 137 2,041 44 Nov-15 106 6,394 60 121 181 1,185 11
Dec-10 47 2,797 60 119 179 1,447 31 Dec-15 107 6,038 56 113 169 1,543 14

2011 Jan-11 48 2,605 54 109 163 1,456 30 2016 Jan-16 108 6,057 56 112 168 2,235 21
Feb-11 49 2,084 43 85 128 1,452 30 Feb-16 109 5,784 53 106 159 2,151 20
Mar-11 50 1,443 29 58 87 2,847 57 Mar-16 110 5,328 48 97 145 2,921 27
Apr-11 51 1,738 34 68 102 2,544 50 Apr-16 111 5,172 47 93 140 3,298 30
May-11 52 2,263 44 87 131 2,250 43 May-16 112 5,363 48 96 144 2,945 26
Jun-11 53 1,801 34 68 102 2,861 54 Jun-16 113 6,041 53 107 160 3,015 27
Jul-11 54 4,083 76 151 227 600 11 Jul-16 114 7,708 68 135 203 1,451 13
Aug-11 55 3,984 72 145 217 1,172 21 Aug-16 115 7,974 69 139 208 882 8
Sep-11 56 3,694 66 132 198 1,265 23 Sep-16 116 7,235 62 125 187 1,224 11
Oct-11 57 5,739 101 201 302 0 0 Oct-16 117 7,016 60 120 180 916 8
Nov-11 58 4,711 81 162 244 20 0 Nov-16 118 6,570 56 111 167 1,299 11
Dec-11 59 4,365 74 148 222 0 0 Dec-16 119 6,489 55 109 164 1,473 12  



Table 3 - XXX DA

On-Peak Energy 
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2007 Jan-07 2012 Jan-12 60 5,082 85 169 254 1,933 32
Feb-07 1 Feb-12 61 4,805 79 158 236 2,153 35
Mar-07 2 Mar-12 62 4,413 71 142 214 2,364 38
Apr-07 3 Apr-12 63 4,407 70 140 210 3,012 48
May-07 4 May-12 64 4,574 71 143 214 2,800 44
Jun-07 5 redacted Jun-12 65 4,820 74 148 222 2,528 39
Jul-07 6 Jul-12 66 6,709 102 203 305 560 8
Aug-07 7 Aug-12 67 6,867 102 205 307 490 7
Sep-07 8 Sep-12 68 6,052 89 178 267 1,197 18
Oct-07 9 Oct-12 69 5,973 87 173 260 951 14
Nov-07 10 Nov-12 70 5,884 84 168 252 1,447 21
Dec-07 11 Dec-12 71 5,536 78 156 234 1,582 22

2008 Jan-08 12 2013 Jan-13 72 6,150 85 171 256 1,903 26
Feb-08 13 Feb-13 73 5,744 79 157 236 2,422 33
Mar-08 14 Mar-13 74 5,256 71 142 213 2,598 35
Apr-08 15 Apr-13 75 5,454 73 145 218 2,819 38
May-08 16 May-13 76 5,500 72 145 217 2,811 37
Jun-08 17 redacted Jun-13 77 5,863 76 152 228 2,453 32
Jul-08 18 Jul-13 78 7,541 97 193 290 1,250 16
Aug-08 19 Aug-13 79 7,928 100 201 301 148 2
Sep-08 20 Sep-13 80 7,519 94 188 282 550 7
Oct-08 21 Oct-13 81 7,496 93 185 278 301 4
Nov-08 22 Nov-13 82 6,220 76 152 228 1,427 17
Dec-08 23 Dec-13 83 6,033 73 145 218 1,699 20

2009 Jan-09 24 2014 Jan-14 84 6,527 78 155 233 1,614 19
Feb-09 25 Feb-14 85 6,213 73 146 219 2,025 24
Mar-09 26 Mar-14 86 5,783 67 134 202 2,261 26
Apr-09 27 Apr-14 87 5,529 64 127 191 2,284 26
May-09 28 May-14 88 5,453 62 124 186 2,750 31
Jun-09 29 redacted Jun-14 89 5,935 67 133 200 2,691 30
Jul-09 30 Jul-14 90 7,697 86 171 257 1,238 14
Aug-09 31 Aug-14 91 8,112 89 178 267 639 7
Sep-09 32 Sep-14 92 7,439 81 162 243 659 7
Oct-09 33 Oct-14 93 7,196 77 155 232 692 7
Nov-09 34 Nov-14 94 6,634 71 141 212 1,229 13
Dec-09 35 Dec-14 95 6,500 68 137 205 1,358 14

2010 Jan-10 36 2,895 80 161 241 1,349 37 2015 Jan-15 96 6,325 66 132 198 1,882 20
Feb-10 37 2,592 70 140 210 1,695 46 Feb-15 97 6,117 63 126 189 2,214 23
Mar-10 38 1,695 45 89 134 2,771 73 Mar-15 98 5,686 58 116 174 2,537 26
Apr-10 39 2,335 60 120 180 2,037 52 Apr-15 99 5,828 59 118 177 2,582 26
May-10 40 2,366 59 118 177 1,933 48 May-15 100 5,648 56 113 169 2,719 27
Jun-10 41 1,802 44 88 132 2,670 65 Jun-15 101 6,195 61 123 184 2,313 23
Jul-10 42 3,397 81 162 243 2,127 51 Jul-15 102 8,058 79 158 237 1,106 11
Aug-10 43 3,668 85 171 256 1,921 45 Aug-15 103 8,241 80 160 240 868 8
Sep-10 44 3,039 69 138 207 1,796 41 Sep-15 104 7,460 72 143 215 913 9
Oct-10 45 3,236 72 144 216 823 18 Oct-15 105 7,607 72 145 217 230 2
Nov-10 46 2,667 58 116 174 1,599 35 Nov-15 106 7,010 66 132 198 960 9
Dec-10 47 3,335 71 142 213 1,020 22 Dec-15 107 6,626 62 124 186 1,348 13

2011 Jan-11 48 3,150 66 131 197 1,049 22 2016 Jan-16 108 6,658 62 123 185 2,053 19
Feb-11 49 2,646 54 108 162 1,017 21 Feb-16 109 6,396 59 117 176 1,930 18
Mar-11 50 2,009 40 80 121 2,471 49 Mar-16 110 5,948 54 108 162 2,724 25
Apr-11 51 2,308 45 91 136 2,166 42 Apr-16 111 5,801 52 105 157 3,106 28
May-11 52 2,847 55 109 164 1,887 36 May-16 112 6,010 54 107 161 2,728 24
Jun-11 53 2,414 46 91 137 2,485 47 Jun-16 113 6,710 59 119 178 2,832 25
Jul-11 54 4,735 88 175 263 200 4 Jul-16 114 8,425 74 148 222 1,246 11
Aug-11 55 4,644 84 169 253 792 14 Aug-16 115 8,691 76 151 227 662 6
Sep-11 56 4,326 77 154 232 887 16 Sep-16 116 7,926 68 137 205 998 9
Oct-11 57 6,342 111 223 334 0 0 Oct-16 117 7,671 66 131 197 681 6
Nov-11 58 5,280 91 182 273 0 0 Nov-16 118 7,192 61 122 183 1,088 9
Dec-11 59 4,903 83 166 249 0 0 Dec-16 119 7,084 60 119 179 1,291 11  
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2007 Jan-07 2012 Jan-12 60 5,655 94 189 283 1,681 28
Feb-07 1 Feb-12 61 5,389 88 177 265 1,886 31
Mar-07 2 Mar-12 62 5,001 81 161 242 2,080 34
Apr-07 3 Apr-12 63 5,007 79 159 238 2,765 44
May-07 4 May-12 64 5,191 81 162 243 2,536 40
Jun-07 5 redacted Jun-12 65 5,453 84 168 252 2,257 35
Jul-07 6 Jul-12 66 7,392 112 224 336 244 4
Aug-07 7 Aug-12 67 7,549 113 225 338 190 3
Sep-07 8 Sep-12 68 6,705 99 197 296 915 13
Oct-07 9 Oct-12 69 6,595 96 191 287 669 10
Nov-07 10 Nov-12 70 6,476 93 185 278 1,199 17
Dec-07 11 Dec-12 71 6,097 86 172 258 1,360 19

2008 Jan-08 12 2013 Jan-13 72 6,735 94 187 281 1,704 24
Feb-08 13 Feb-13 73 6,336 87 174 260 2,220 30
Mar-08 14 Mar-13 74 5,851 79 158 237 2,385 32
Apr-08 15 Apr-13 75 6,060 81 162 242 2,618 35
May-08 16 May-13 76 6,122 81 161 242 2,595 34
Jun-08 17 redacted Jun-13 77 6,502 84 169 253 2,227 29
Jul-08 18 Jul-13 78 8,231 106 211 317 1,029 13
Aug-08 19 Aug-13 79 8,619 109 218 327 0 0
Sep-08 20 Sep-13 80 8,189 102 205 307 310 4
Oct-08 21 Oct-13 81 8,132 100 201 301 63 1
Nov-08 22 Nov-13 82 6,818 83 166 249 1,212 15
Dec-08 23 Dec-13 83 6,603 80 159 239 1,507 18

2009 Jan-09 24 2014 Jan-14 84 7,117 85 169 254 1,418 17
Feb-09 25 Feb-14 85 6,811 80 160 240 1,820 21
Mar-09 26 Mar-14 86 6,385 74 148 223 2,047 24
Apr-09 27 Apr-14 87 6,136 71 141 212 2,055 24
May-09 28 May-14 88 6,080 69 138 207 2,531 29
Jun-09 29 redacted Jun-14 89 6,584 74 148 222 2,484 28
Jul-09 30 Jul-14 90 8,397 93 187 280 1,017 11
Aug-09 31 Aug-14 91 8,813 97 194 291 413 5
Sep-09 32 Sep-14 92 8,117 88 176 265 410 4
Oct-09 33 Oct-14 93 7,840 84 169 253 448 5
Nov-09 34 Nov-14 94 7,239 77 154 231 1,017 11
Dec-09 35 Dec-14 95 7,078 75 149 224 1,166 12

2010 Jan-10 36 3,436 95 191 286 918 25 2015 Jan-15 96 6,919 72 144 216 1,684 18
Feb-10 37 3,151 85 170 255 1,253 34 Feb-15 97 6,723 69 139 208 2,006 21
Mar-10 38 2,258 59 119 178 2,338 62 Mar-15 98 6,297 64 129 193 2,328 24
Apr-10 39 2,903 74 149 223 1,598 41 Apr-15 99 6,446 65 130 195 2,375 24
May-10 40 2,943 74 147 221 1,481 37 May-15 100 6,283 63 126 188 2,499 25
Jun-10 41 2,409 59 118 176 2,198 54 Jun-15 101 6,853 68 136 204 2,088 21
Jul-10 42 4,050 96 193 289 1,677 40 Jul-15 102 8,768 86 172 258 886 9
Aug-10 43 4,319 100 201 301 1,474 34 Aug-15 103 8,951 87 174 261 654 6
Sep-10 44 3,665 83 167 250 1,296 29 Sep-15 104 8,147 78 157 235 674 6
Oct-10 45 3,833 85 170 256 340 8 Oct-15 105 8,258 79 157 236 0 0
Nov-10 46 3,228 70 140 211 1,156 25 Nov-15 106 7,627 72 144 216 735 7
Dec-10 47 3,873 82 165 247 594 13 Dec-15 107 7,215 67 135 202 1,154 11

2011 Jan-11 48 3,696 77 154 231 642 13 2016 Jan-16 108 7,258 67 134 202 1,872 17
Feb-11 49 3,208 65 131 196 583 12 Feb-16 109 7,009 64 129 193 1,710 16
Mar-11 50 2,576 52 103 155 2,095 42 Mar-16 110 6,568 60 119 179 2,526 23
Apr-11 51 2,879 56 113 169 1,787 35 Apr-16 111 6,431 58 116 174 2,915 26
May-11 52 3,430 66 132 198 1,524 29 May-16 112 6,658 59 119 178 2,512 22
Jun-11 53 3,027 57 114 171 2,109 40 Jun-16 113 7,378 65 131 196 2,649 23
Jul-11 54 5,387 100 200 299 0 0 Jul-16 114 9,141 80 160 241 1,041 9
Aug-11 55 5,304 96 193 289 413 8 Aug-16 115 9,408 82 164 245 443 4
Sep-11 56 4,957 89 177 266 509 9 Sep-16 116 8,616 74 149 223 772 7
Oct-11 57 6,945 122 244 366 0 0 Oct-16 117 8,326 71 142 213 446 4
Nov-11 58 5,850 101 202 303 0 0 Nov-16 118 7,814 66 132 199 876 7
Dec-11 59 5,442 92 184 277 0 0 Dec-16 119 7,678 65 129 194 1,108 9  
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2007 Jan-07 2012 Jan-12 60 6,228 104 208 311 1,429 24
Feb-07 1 Feb-12 61 5,974 98 196 294 1,618 27
Mar-07 2 Mar-12 62 5,590 90 180 270 1,796 29
Apr-07 3 Apr-12 63 5,607 89 178 267 2,518 40
May-07 4 May-12 64 5,808 91 182 272 2,273 36
Jun-07 5 redacted Jun-12 65 6,086 94 187 281 1,985 31
Jul-07 6 Jul-12 66 8,074 122 245 367 0 0
Aug-07 7 Aug-12 67 8,232 123 246 369 0 0
Sep-07 8 Sep-12 68 7,358 108 216 325 633 9
Oct-07 9 Oct-12 69 7,217 105 209 314 387 6
Nov-07 10 Nov-12 70 7,069 101 202 303 951 14
Dec-07 11 Dec-12 71 6,658 94 188 281 1,137 16

2008 Jan-08 12 2013 Jan-13 72 7,320 102 203 305 1,504 21
Feb-08 13 Feb-13 73 6,928 95 190 285 2,018 28
Mar-08 14 Mar-13 74 6,446 87 174 261 2,173 29
Apr-08 15 Apr-13 75 6,665 89 178 267 2,417 32
May-08 16 May-13 76 6,744 89 177 266 2,379 31
Jun-08 17 redacted Jun-13 77 7,142 93 186 278 2,001 26
Jul-08 18 Jul-13 78 8,922 114 229 343 809 10
Aug-08 19 Aug-13 79 9,309 118 236 354 0 0
Sep-08 20 Sep-13 80 8,860 111 221 332 70 1
Oct-08 21 Oct-13 81 8,769 108 217 325 0 0
Nov-08 22 Nov-13 82 7,415 90 181 271 996 12
Dec-08 23 Dec-13 83 7,174 86 173 259 1,315 16

2009 Jan-09 24 2014 Jan-14 84 7,708 92 184 275 1,222 15
Feb-09 25 Feb-14 85 7,410 87 174 262 1,616 19
Mar-09 26 Mar-14 86 6,987 81 162 244 1,833 21
Apr-09 27 Apr-14 87 6,744 78 155 233 1,826 21
May-09 28 May-14 88 6,708 76 152 229 2,313 26
Jun-09 29 redacted Jun-14 89 7,234 81 163 244 2,278 26
Jul-09 30 Jul-14 90 9,096 101 202 303 797 9
Aug-09 31 Aug-14 91 9,513 105 209 314 188 2
Sep-09 32 Sep-14 92 8,795 96 191 287 161 2
Oct-09 33 Oct-14 93 8,484 91 182 274 204 2
Nov-09 34 Nov-14 94 7,843 83 167 250 805 9
Dec-09 35 Dec-14 95 7,657 81 161 242 974 10

2010 Jan-10 36 3,976 110 221 331 487 14 2015 Jan-15 96 7,514 78 157 235 1,487 15
Feb-10 37 3,709 100 200 301 811 22 Feb-15 97 7,330 76 151 227 1,798 19
Mar-10 38 2,820 74 148 223 1,904 50 Mar-15 98 6,907 70 141 211 2,118 22
Apr-10 39 3,471 89 178 267 1,159 30 Apr-15 99 7,063 71 143 214 2,168 22
May-10 40 3,521 88 176 264 1,030 26 May-15 100 6,917 69 138 208 2,279 23
Jun-10 41 3,016 74 147 221 1,727 42 Jun-15 101 7,510 74 149 223 1,864 18
Jul-10 42 4,703 112 224 336 1,227 29 Jul-15 102 9,479 93 186 279 666 7
Aug-10 43 4,969 116 231 347 1,026 24 Aug-15 103 9,662 94 188 281 440 4
Sep-10 44 4,291 98 195 293 796 18 Sep-15 104 8,835 85 170 255 435 4
Oct-10 45 4,429 98 197 295 0 0 Oct-15 105 8,910 85 170 255 0 0
Nov-10 46 3,790 82 165 247 714 16 Nov-15 106 8,243 78 156 233 510 5
Dec-10 47 4,411 94 188 282 167 4 Dec-15 107 7,803 73 146 219 959 9

2011 Jan-11 48 4,241 88 177 265 235 5 2016 Jan-16 108 7,858 73 146 218 1,690 16
Feb-11 49 3,771 77 154 231 149 3 Feb-16 109 7,622 70 140 210 1,489 14
Mar-11 50 3,142 63 126 189 1,719 34 Mar-16 110 7,188 65 131 196 2,329 21
Apr-11 51 3,449 68 135 203 1,409 28 Apr-16 111 7,061 64 127 191 2,723 25
May-11 52 4,013 77 154 232 1,162 22 May-16 112 7,305 65 130 196 2,296 20
Jun-11 53 3,640 69 137 206 1,734 33 Jun-16 113 8,046 71 142 214 2,466 22
Jul-11 54 6,039 112 224 335 0 0 Jul-16 114 9,858 86 173 259 837 7
Aug-11 55 5,965 108 217 325 34 1 Aug-16 115 10,125 88 176 264 223 2
Sep-11 56 5,589 100 200 299 130 2 Sep-16 116 9,307 80 160 241 546 5
Oct-11 57 7,548 132 265 397 0 0 Oct-16 117 8,981 77 154 230 211 2
Nov-11 58 6,419 111 221 332 0 0 Nov-16 118 8,436 71 143 214 665 6
Dec-11 59 5,980 101 203 304 0 0 Dec-16 119 8,272 70 139 209 926 8  
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2007 Jan-07 2012 Jan-12 60 2,973 50 99 149 2,915 49
Feb-07 1 Feb-12 61 2,775 45 91 136 2,942 48
Mar-07 2 Mar-12 62 2,578 42 83 125 3,299 53
Apr-07 3 Apr-12 63 2,572 41 82 122 3,577 57
May-07 4 May-12 64 2,290 36 72 107 3,245 51
Jun-07 5 redacted Jun-12 65 2,357 36 73 109 3,573 55
Jul-07 6 Jul-12 66 4,014 61 122 182 2,066 31
Aug-07 7 Aug-12 67 3,973 59 119 178 2,355 35
Sep-07 8 Sep-12 68 3,627 53 107 160 2,603 38
Oct-07 9 Oct-12 69 3,603 52 104 157 2,212 32
Nov-07 10 Nov-12 70 3,682 53 105 158 2,373 34
Dec-07 11 Dec-12 71 3,516 50 99 149 2,667 38

2008 Jan-08 12 2013 Jan-13 72 3,817 53 106 159 2,807 39
Feb-08 13 Feb-13 73 3,711 51 102 153 2,994 41
Mar-08 14 Mar-13 74 3,579 48 97 145 3,364 45
Apr-08 15 Apr-13 75 3,603 48 96 144 3,125 42
May-08 16 May-13 76 3,314 44 87 131 3,090 41
Jun-08 17 redacted Jun-13 77 3,285 43 85 128 3,633 47
Jul-08 18 Jul-13 78 4,884 63 125 188 2,125 27
Aug-08 19 Aug-13 79 5,031 64 127 191 1,885 24
Sep-08 20 Sep-13 80 4,758 59 119 178 2,133 27
Oct-08 21 Oct-13 81 4,929 61 122 183 1,863 23
Nov-08 22 Nov-13 82 4,341 53 106 159 2,834 35
Dec-08 23 Dec-13 83 3,981 48 96 144 3,223 39

2009 Jan-09 24 2014 Jan-14 84 4,231 50 101 151 2,351 28
Feb-09 25 Feb-14 85 4,127 49 97 146 2,753 32
Mar-09 26 Mar-14 86 3,972 46 92 139 2,974 35
Apr-09 27 Apr-14 87 3,768 43 87 130 3,016 35
May-09 28 redacted May-14 88 3,426 39 78 117 3,165 36
Jun-09 29 Jun-14 89 3,434 39 77 116 3,686 41
Jul-09 30 Jul-14 90 4,915 55 109 164 2,210 25
Aug-09 31 Aug-14 91 5,038 55 111 166 2,219 24
Sep-09 32 Sep-14 92 4,607 50 100 150 2,468 27
Oct-09 33 Oct-14 93 4,557 49 98 147 2,209 24
Nov-09 34 Nov-14 94 4,733 50 101 151 2,100 22
Dec-09 35 Dec-14 95 4,452 47 94 141 2,423 26

2010 Jan-10 36 1,270 35 71 106 2,705 75 2015 Jan-15 96 4,055 42 84 127 2,723 28
Feb-10 37 1,681 45 91 136 2,015 54 Feb-15 97 3,952 41 81 122 3,236 33
Mar-10 38 1,883 50 99 149 1,644 43 Mar-15 98 3,936 40 80 120 3,176 32
Apr-10 39 1,445 37 74 111 2,045 52 Apr-15 99 3,908 39 79 118 3,393 34
May-10 40 741 19 37 56 2,737 68 May-15 100 3,585 36 72 108 3,250 33
Jun-10 41 1,694 41 83 124 1,584 39 Jun-15 101 3,650 36 72 108 3,529 35
Jul-10 42 2,370 56 113 169 1,698 40 Jul-15 102 5,150 50 101 151 2,046 20
Aug-10 43 2,697 63 125 188 1,762 41 Aug-15 103 5,283 51 103 154 2,069 20
Sep-10 44 2,282 52 104 156 2,045 46 Sep-15 104 4,911 47 94 142 2,095 20
Oct-10 45 1,862 41 83 124 2,278 51 Oct-15 105 5,100 49 97 146 1,712 16
Nov-10 46 2,860 62 124 187 906 20 Nov-15 106 4,966 47 94 141 2,152 20
Dec-10 47 2,165 46 92 138 1,645 35 Dec-15 107 4,637 43 87 130 2,632 25

2011 Jan-11 48 1,440 30 60 90 2,566 53 2016 Jan-16 108 4,352 40 81 121 2,826 26
Feb-11 49 1,745 36 71 107 1,469 30 Feb-16 109 4,303 39 79 118 2,235 21
Mar-11 50 1,927 39 77 116 1,355 27 Mar-16 110 4,181 38 76 114 3,455 31
Apr-11 51 1,533 30 60 90 1,691 33 Apr-16 111 4,055 37 73 110 4,001 36
May-11 52 1,263 24 49 73 1,931 37 May-16 112 3,998 36 71 107 3,603 32
Jun-11 53 1,913 36 72 108 1,178 22 Jun-16 113 4,099 36 73 109 3,708 33
Jul-11 54 2,854 53 106 159 1,282 24 Jul-16 114 5,713 50 100 150 2,217 19
Aug-11 55 3,743 68 136 204 13 0 Aug-16 115 5,566 48 97 145 2,366 21
Sep-11 56 2,907 52 104 156 903 16 Sep-16 116 5,333 46 92 138 2,284 20
Oct-11 57 4,075 71 143 214 0 0 Oct-16 117 5,281 45 90 135 2,246 19
Nov-11 58 4,258 73 147 220 0 0 Nov-16 118 5,212 44 88 133 2,290 19
Dec-11 59 3,383 57 115 172 439 7 Dec-16 119 5,180 44 87 131 2,411 20  

 



Table 4 - XXX DA

Off-Peak Energy 
Purchase/Sales and 
Ratable Rates Limits Off-Peak XXX DA Compliance

Term 1/
Purchase

Limit

1 X
Ratable

Rate

2 X
Ratable

Rate

3 X
Ratable

Rate
Sales
Limit

Ratable
Rate Term 1/

Purchase
Limit

1 X
Ratable

Rate

2 X
Ratable

Rate

3 X
Ratable

Rate
Sales
Limit

Ratable
Rate

2007 Jan-07 2012 Jan-12 60 3,450 57 115 172 2,681 45
Feb-07 1 Feb-12 61 3,262 53 107 160 2,685 44
Mar-07 2 Mar-12 62 3,067 49 99 148 3,047 49
Apr-07 3 Apr-12 63 3,070 49 97 146 3,338 53
May-07 4 May-12 64 2,807 44 88 132 2,960 46
Jun-07 5 redacted Jun-12 65 2,878 44 89 133 3,299 51
Jul-07 6 Jul-12 66 4,570 69 138 208 1,767 27
Aug-07 7 Aug-12 67 4,526 68 135 203 2,066 31
Sep-07 8 Sep-12 68 4,165 61 123 184 2,333 34
Oct-07 9 Oct-12 69 4,114 60 119 179 1,941 28
Nov-07 10 Nov-12 70 4,167 60 119 179 2,133 30
Dec-07 11 Dec-12 71 3,979 56 112 168 2,458 35

2008 Jan-08 12 2013 Jan-13 72 4,301 60 119 179 2,624 36
Feb-08 13 Feb-13 73 4,208 58 115 173 2,797 38
Mar-08 14 Mar-13 74 4,072 55 110 165 3,190 43
Apr-08 15 Apr-13 75 4,105 55 109 164 2,932 39
May-08 16 May-13 76 3,837 50 101 151 2,866 38
Jun-08 17 redacted Jun-13 77 3,813 50 99 149 3,425 44
Jul-08 18 Jul-13 78 5,446 70 140 209 1,886 24
Aug-08 19 Aug-13 79 5,593 71 142 212 1,633 21
Sep-08 20 Sep-13 80 5,305 66 133 199 1,908 24
Oct-08 21 Oct-13 81 5,452 67 135 202 1,648 20
Nov-08 22 Nov-13 82 4,834 59 118 177 2,663 32
Dec-08 23 Dec-13 83 4,449 54 107 161 3,081 37

2009 Jan-09 24 2014 Jan-14 84 4,722 56 112 169 2,158 26
Feb-09 25 Feb-14 85 4,628 54 109 163 2,557 30
Mar-09 26 Mar-14 86 4,472 52 104 156 2,788 32
Apr-09 27 Apr-14 87 4,273 49 98 147 2,814 32
May-09 28 May-14 88 3,954 45 90 135 2,944 33
Jun-09 29 redacted Jun-14 89 3,968 45 89 134 3,482 39
Jul-09 30 Jul-14 90 5,483 61 122 183 1,974 22
Aug-09 31 Aug-14 91 5,607 62 123 185 1,994 22
Sep-09 32 Sep-14 92 5,161 56 112 168 2,243 24
Oct-09 33 Oct-14 93 5,086 55 109 164 1,983 21
Nov-09 34 Nov-14 94 5,231 56 111 167 1,902 20
Dec-09 35 Dec-14 95 4,926 52 104 156 2,258 24

2010 Jan-10 36 1,755 49 97 146 2,332 65 2015 Jan-15 96 4,551 47 95 142 2,529 26
Feb-10 37 2,174 59 117 176 1,628 44 Feb-15 97 4,459 46 92 138 3,047 31
Mar-10 38 2,377 63 125 188 1,255 33 Mar-15 98 4,442 45 91 136 2,992 31
Apr-10 39 1,944 50 100 150 1,661 43 Apr-15 99 4,420 45 89 134 3,218 33
May-10 40 1,260 32 63 95 2,333 58 May-15 100 4,119 41 82 124 3,040 30
Jun-10 41 2,221 54 108 163 1,159 28 Jun-15 101 4,193 42 83 125 3,323 33
Jul-10 42 2,926 70 139 209 1,256 30 Jul-15 102 5,729 56 112 168 1,804 18
Aug-10 43 3,258 76 152 227 1,322 31 Aug-15 103 5,861 57 114 171 1,835 18
Sep-10 44 2,832 64 129 193 1,605 36 Sep-15 104 5,475 53 105 158 1,855 18
Oct-10 45 2,382 53 106 159 1,878 42 Oct-15 105 5,636 54 107 161 1,486 14
Nov-10 46 3,356 73 146 219 517 11 Nov-15 106 5,472 52 103 155 1,960 18
Dec-10 47 2,634 56 112 168 1,286 27 Dec-15 107 5,118 48 96 144 2,472 23

2011 Jan-11 48 1,930 40 80 121 2,187 46 2016 Jan-16 108 4,854 45 90 135 2,645 24
Feb-11 49 2,246 46 92 138 1,068 22 Feb-16 109 4,816 44 88 133 2,002 18
Mar-11 50 2,430 49 97 146 958 19 Mar-16 110 4,693 43 85 128 3,282 30
Apr-11 51 2,041 40 80 120 1,288 25 Apr-16 111 4,579 41 83 124 3,840 35
May-11 52 1,793 34 69 103 1,506 29 May-16 112 4,540 41 81 122 3,415 30
Jun-11 53 2,452 46 93 139 740 14 Jun-16 113 4,648 41 82 123 3,515 31
Jul-11 54 3,426 63 127 190 842 16 Jul-16 114 6,296 55 110 166 2,004 18
Aug-11 55 4,319 79 157 236 0 0 Aug-16 115 6,147 53 107 160 2,150 19
Sep-11 56 3,469 62 124 186 456 8 Sep-16 116 5,900 51 102 153 2,066 18
Oct-11 57 4,603 81 162 242 0 0 Oct-16 117 5,822 50 100 149 2,039 17
Nov-11 58 4,763 82 164 246 0 0 Nov-16 118 5,720 48 97 145 2,111 18
Dec-11 59 3,864 65 131 196 68 1 Dec-16 119 5,664 48 95 143 2,259 19  



Table 4 - XXX DA

Off-Peak Energy 
Purchase/Sales and 
Ratable Rates Limits Off-Peak XXX DA Compliance

Term 1/
Purchase

Limit

1 X
Ratable

Rate

2 X
Ratable

Rate

3 X
Ratable

Rate
Sales
Limit

Ratable
Rate Term 1/

Purchase
Limit

1 X
Ratable

Rate

2 X
Ratable

Rate

3 X
Ratable

Rate
Sales
Limit

Ratable
Rate

2007 Jan-07 2012 Jan-12 60 3,926 65 131 196 2,448 41
Feb-07 1 Feb-12 61 3,750 61 123 184 2,428 40
Mar-07 2 Mar-12 62 3,555 57 115 172 2,795 45
Apr-07 3 Apr-12 63 3,567 57 113 170 3,100 49
May-07 4 May-12 64 3,324 52 104 156 2,675 42
Jun-07 5 redacted Jun-12 65 3,399 52 105 157 3,025 47
Jul-07 6 Jul-12 66 5,125 78 155 233 1,469 22
Aug-07 7 Aug-12 67 5,080 76 152 227 1,778 27
Sep-07 8 Sep-12 68 4,704 69 138 208 2,064 30
Oct-07 9 Oct-12 69 4,624 67 134 201 1,669 24
Nov-07 10 Nov-12 70 4,652 66 133 199 1,893 27
Dec-07 11 Dec-12 71 4,442 63 125 188 2,249 32

2008 Jan-08 12 2013 Jan-13 72 4,786 66 133 199 2,441 34
Feb-08 13 Feb-13 73 4,704 64 129 193 2,600 36
Mar-08 14 Mar-13 74 4,565 62 123 185 3,016 41
Apr-08 15 Apr-13 75 4,607 61 123 184 2,740 37
May-08 16 May-13 76 4,360 57 115 172 2,643 35
Jun-08 17 redacted Jun-13 77 4,342 56 113 169 3,217 42
Jul-08 18 Jul-13 78 6,007 77 154 231 1,648 21
Aug-08 19 Aug-13 79 6,155 78 156 234 1,381 17
Sep-08 20 Sep-13 80 5,852 73 146 219 1,682 21
Oct-08 21 Oct-13 81 5,974 74 148 221 1,433 18
Nov-08 22 Nov-13 82 5,328 65 130 195 2,492 30
Dec-08 23 Dec-13 83 4,917 59 118 178 2,939 35

2009 Jan-09 24 2014 Jan-14 84 5,213 62 124 186 1,964 23
Feb-09 25 Feb-14 85 5,129 60 121 181 2,361 28
Mar-09 26 Mar-14 86 4,971 58 116 173 2,602 30
Apr-09 27 Apr-14 87 4,777 55 110 165 2,612 30
May-09 28 May-14 88 4,482 51 102 153 2,723 31
Jun-09 29 redacted Jun-14 89 4,503 51 101 152 3,278 37
Jul-09 30 Jul-14 90 6,050 67 134 202 1,739 19
Aug-09 31 Aug-14 91 6,176 68 136 204 1,768 19
Sep-09 32 Sep-14 92 5,715 62 124 186 2,018 22
Oct-09 33 Oct-14 93 5,615 60 121 181 1,756 19
Nov-09 34 Nov-14 94 5,730 61 122 183 1,705 18
Dec-09 35 Dec-14 95 5,401 57 114 171 2,092 22

2010 Jan-10 36 2,239 62 124 187 1,960 54 2015 Jan-15 96 5,047 53 105 158 2,336 24
Feb-10 37 2,666 72 144 216 1,241 34 Feb-15 97 4,966 51 102 154 2,858 29
Mar-10 38 2,871 76 151 227 867 23 Mar-15 98 4,947 50 101 151 2,808 29
Apr-10 39 2,443 63 125 188 1,276 33 Apr-15 99 4,931 50 100 149 3,044 31
May-10 40 1,779 44 89 133 1,929 48 May-15 100 4,654 47 93 140 2,830 28
Jun-10 41 2,748 67 134 201 733 18 Jun-15 101 4,735 47 94 141 3,117 31
Jul-10 42 3,483 83 166 249 815 19 Jul-15 102 6,307 62 124 186 1,561 15
Aug-10 43 3,819 89 178 266 883 21 Aug-15 103 6,439 63 125 188 1,601 16
Sep-10 44 3,382 77 154 231 1,165 26 Sep-15 104 6,038 58 116 174 1,615 16
Oct-10 45 2,902 64 129 193 1,478 33 Oct-15 105 6,173 59 118 176 1,260 12
Nov-10 46 3,852 84 167 251 128 3 Nov-15 106 5,978 56 113 169 1,767 17
Dec-10 47 3,103 66 132 198 928 20 Dec-15 107 5,600 52 105 157 2,313 22

2011 Jan-11 48 2,420 50 101 151 1,809 38 2016 Jan-16 108 5,355 50 99 149 2,464 23
Feb-11 49 2,748 56 112 168 666 14 Feb-16 109 5,329 49 98 147 1,769 16
Mar-11 50 2,933 59 117 176 561 11 Mar-16 110 5,205 47 95 142 3,109 28
Apr-11 51 2,549 50 100 150 885 17 Apr-16 111 5,103 46 92 138 3,679 33
May-11 52 2,323 45 89 134 1,081 21 May-16 112 5,083 45 91 136 3,228 29
Jun-11 53 2,991 56 113 169 302 6 Jun-16 113 5,198 46 92 138 3,323 29
Jul-11 54 3,998 74 148 222 403 7 Jul-16 114 6,879 60 121 181 1,790 16
Aug-11 55 4,894 89 178 267 0 0 Aug-16 115 6,727 58 117 175 1,934 17
Sep-11 56 4,031 72 144 216 10 0 Sep-16 116 6,466 56 111 167 1,847 16
Oct-11 57 5,131 90 180 270 0 0 Oct-16 117 6,362 54 109 163 1,831 16
Nov-11 58 5,269 91 182 273 0 0 Nov-16 118 6,229 53 106 158 1,933 16
Dec-11 59 4,346 74 147 221 0 0 Dec-16 119 6,148 52 103 155 2,107 18  

 



Table 4 - XXX DA

Off-Peak Energy 
Purchase/Sales and 
Ratable Rates Limits Off-Peak XXX DA Compliance

Term 1/
Purchase

Limit

1 X
Ratable

Rate

2 X
Ratable

Rate

3 X
Ratable

Rate
Sales
Limit

Ratable
Rate Term 1/

Purchase
Limit

1 X
Ratable

Rate

2 X
Ratable

Rate

3 X
Ratable

Rate
Sales
Limit

Ratable
Rate

2007 Jan-07 2012 Jan-12 60 4,402 73 147 220 2,215 37
Feb-07 1 Feb-12 61 4,237 69 139 208 2,171 36
Mar-07 2 Mar-12 62 4,044 65 130 196 2,543 41
Apr-07 3 Apr-12 63 4,064 65 129 194 2,862 45
May-07 4 May-12 64 3,841 60 120 180 2,390 37
Jun-07 5 redacted Jun-12 65 3,920 60 121 181 2,751 42
Jul-07 6 Jul-12 66 5,681 86 172 258 1,171 18
Aug-07 7 Aug-12 67 5,633 84 168 252 1,489 22
Sep-07 8 Sep-12 68 5,242 77 154 231 1,794 26
Oct-07 9 Oct-12 69 5,135 74 149 223 1,398 20
Nov-07 10 Nov-12 70 5,136 73 147 220 1,654 24
Dec-07 11 Dec-12 71 4,905 69 138 207 2,040 29

2008 Jan-08 12 2013 Jan-13 72 5,270 73 146 220 2,257 31
Feb-08 13 Feb-13 73 5,201 71 142 214 2,403 33
Mar-08 14 Mar-13 74 5,059 68 137 205 2,842 38
Apr-08 15 Apr-13 75 5,109 68 136 204 2,548 34
May-08 16 May-13 76 4,883 64 128 193 2,419 32
Jun-08 17 redacted Jun-13 77 4,871 63 127 190 3,009 39
Jul-08 18 Jul-13 78 6,569 84 168 253 1,410 18
Aug-08 19 Aug-13 79 6,717 85 170 255 1,129 14
Sep-08 20 Sep-13 80 6,399 80 160 240 1,457 18
Oct-08 21 Oct-13 81 6,497 80 160 241 1,219 15
Nov-08 22 Nov-13 82 5,821 71 142 213 2,321 28
Dec-08 23 Dec-13 83 5,385 65 130 195 2,798 34

2009 Jan-09 24 2014 Jan-14 84 5,703 68 136 204 1,770 21
Feb-09 25 Feb-14 85 5,630 66 132 199 2,164 25
Mar-09 26 Mar-14 86 5,471 64 127 191 2,416 28
Apr-09 27 Apr-14 87 5,281 61 121 182 2,410 28
May-09 28 May-14 88 5,010 57 114 171 2,502 28
Jun-09 29 redacted Jun-14 89 5,037 57 113 170 3,073 35
Jul-09 30 Jul-14 90 6,618 74 147 221 1,503 17
Aug-09 31 Aug-14 91 6,744 74 148 222 1,543 17
Sep-09 32 Sep-14 92 6,269 68 136 204 1,793 19
Oct-09 33 Oct-14 93 6,145 66 132 198 1,530 16
Nov-09 34 Nov-14 94 6,228 66 133 199 1,507 16
Dec-09 35 Dec-14 95 5,876 62 124 186 1,926 20

2010 Jan-10 36 2,724 76 151 227 1,587 44 2015 Jan-15 96 5,543 58 115 173 2,143 22
Feb-10 37 3,159 85 171 256 854 23 Feb-15 97 5,474 56 113 169 2,669 28
Mar-10 38 3,365 89 177 266 478 13 Mar-15 98 5,453 56 111 167 2,624 27
Apr-10 39 2,942 75 151 226 891 23 Apr-15 99 5,443 55 110 165 2,869 29
May-10 40 2,298 57 115 172 1,526 38 May-15 100 5,189 52 104 156 2,620 26
Jun-10 41 3,276 80 160 240 307 7 Jun-15 101 5,277 52 104 157 2,912 29
Jul-10 42 4,039 96 192 289 373 9 Jul-15 102 6,886 68 135 203 1,319 13
Aug-10 43 4,381 102 204 306 443 10 Aug-15 103 7,016 68 136 204 1,367 13
Sep-10 44 3,931 89 179 268 725 16 Sep-15 104 6,602 63 127 190 1,376 13
Oct-10 45 3,422 76 152 228 1,078 24 Oct-15 105 6,709 64 128 192 1,033 10
Nov-10 46 4,348 95 189 284 0 0 Nov-15 106 6,485 61 122 184 1,575 15
Dec-10 47 3,572 76 152 228 569 12 Dec-15 107 6,082 57 114 171 2,153 20

2011 Jan-11 48 2,911 61 121 182 1,430 30 2016 Jan-16 108 5,857 54 108 163 2,283 21
Feb-11 49 3,249 66 133 199 264 5 Feb-16 109 5,842 54 107 161 1,536 14
Mar-11 50 3,436 69 137 206 164 3 Mar-16 110 5,718 52 104 156 2,936 27
Apr-11 51 3,057 60 120 180 482 9 Apr-16 111 5,628 51 101 152 3,517 32
May-11 52 2,853 55 110 165 656 13 May-16 112 5,625 50 100 151 3,040 27
Jun-11 53 3,530 67 133 200 0 0 Jun-16 113 5,747 51 102 153 3,130 28
Jul-11 54 4,570 85 169 254 0 0 Jul-16 114 7,462 65 131 196 1,577 14
Aug-11 55 5,470 99 199 298 0 0 Aug-16 115 7,308 64 127 191 1,718 15
Sep-11 56 4,593 82 164 246 0 0 Sep-16 116 7,032 61 121 182 1,628 14
Oct-11 57 5,658 99 199 298 0 0 Oct-16 117 6,903 59 118 177 1,624 14
Nov-11 58 5,775 100 199 299 0 0 Nov-16 118 6,738 57 114 171 1,755 15
Dec-11 59 4,828 82 164 245 0 0 Dec-16 119 6,632 56 111 167 1,955 16  



Table 5 - XXX DA

Non-QF Annual 
Natural Gas 
Purchase and 
Ratabale Rates 
Limits XXX DA (non-QF)

Term
Purchase 

Limit
1x Ratable 

Rate
2x Ratable 

Rate
3x Ratable 

Rate Term
Purchase 

Limit
1x Ratable 

Rate
2x Ratable 

Rate
3x Ratable 

Rate

2007 January 2012 January 60
February 1 February 61
March 2 March 62
April 3 April 63
May 4 May 64
June 5 redacted June 65 redacted
July 6 July 66
August 7 August 67
September 8 September 68
October 9 October 69
November 10 November 70
December 11 December 71

2008 January 12 2013 January 72
February 13 February 73
March 14 March 74
April 15 April 75
May 16 May 76
June 17 redacted June 77 redacted
July 18 July 78
August 19 August 79
September 20 September 80
October 21 October 81
November 22 November 82
December 23 December 83

2009 January 24 2014 January 84
February 25 February 85
March 26 March 86
April 27 April 87
May 28 May 88
June 29 redacted June 89 redacted
July 30 July 90
August 31 August 91
September 32 September 92
October 33 October 93
November 34 November 94
December 35 December 95

2010 January 36 2015 January 96
February 37 February 97
March 38 March 98
April 39 April 99
May 40 May 100
June 41 redacted June 101 redacted
July 42 July 102
August 43 August 103
September 44 September 104
October 45 October 105
November 46 November 106
December 47 December 107

2011 January 48 2016 January 108
February 49 February 109
March 50 March 110
April 51 April 111
May 52 May 112
June 53 redacted June 113 redacted
July 54 July 114
August 55 August 115
September 56 September 116
October 57 October 117
November 58 November 118
December 59 December 119  

 



Table 5 - XXX DA

Non-QF Annual 
Natural Gas 
Purchase and 
Ratabale Rates 
Limits XXX DA (non-QF)

Term
Purchase 

Limit
1x Ratable 

Rate
2x Ratable 

Rate
3x Ratable 

Rate Term
Purchase 

Limit
1x Ratable 

Rate
2x Ratable 

Rate
3x Ratable 

Rate

2007 January 2012 January 60
February 1 February 61
March 2 March 62
April 3 April 63
May 4 May 64
June 5 redacted June 65 redacted
July 6 July 66
August 7 August 67
September 8 September 68
October 9 October 69
November 10 November 70
December 11 December 71

2008 January 12 2013 January 72
February 13 February 73
March 14 March 74
April 15 April 75
May 16 May 76
June 17 redacted June 77 redacted
July 18 July 78
August 19 August 79
September 20 September 80
October 21 October 81
November 22 November 82
December 23 December 83

2009 January 24 2014 January 84
February 25 February 85
March 26 March 86
April 27 April 87
May 28 May 88
June 29 redacted June 89 redacted
July 30 July 90
August 31 August 91
September 32 September 92
October 33 October 93
November 34 November 94
December 35 December 95

2010 January 36 2015 January 96
February 37 February 97
March 38 March 98
April 39 April 99
May 40 May 100
June 41 redacted June 101 redacted
July 42 July 102
August 43 August 103
September 44 September 104
October 45 October 105
November 46 November 106
December 47 December 107

2011 January 48 2016 January 108
February 49 February 109
March 50 March 110
April 51 April 111
May 52 May 112
June 53 redacted June 113 redacted
July 54 July 114
August 55 August 115
September 56 September 116
October 57 October 117
November 58 November 118
December 59 December 119  

 



Table 5 - XXX DA

Non-QF Annual 
Natural Gas 
Purchase and 
Ratabale Rates 
Limits XXX DA (non-QF)

Term
Purchase 

Limit
1x Ratable 

Rate
2x Ratable 

Rate
3x Ratable 

Rate Term
Purchase 

Limit
1x Ratable 

Rate
2x Ratable 

Rate
3x Ratable 

Rate

2007 January 2012 January 60
February 1 February 61
March 2 March 62
April 3 April 63
May 4 May 64
June 5 redacted June 65 redacted
July 6 July 66
August 7 August 67
September 8 September 68
October 9 October 69
November 10 November 70
December 11 December 71

2008 January 12 2013 January 72
February 13 February 73
March 14 March 74
April 15 April 75
May 16 May 76
June 17 redacted June 77 redacted
July 18 July 78
August 19 August 79
September 20 September 80
October 21 October 81
November 22 November 82
December 23 December 83

2009 January 24 2014 January 84
February 25 February 85
March 26 March 86
April 27 April 87
May 28 May 88
June 29 redacted June 89 redacted
July 30 July 90
August 31 August 91
September 32 September 92
October 33 October 93
November 34 November 94
December 35 December 95

2010 January 36 2015 January 96
February 37 February 97
March 38 March 98
April 39 April 99
May 40 May 100
June 41 redacted June 101 redacted
July 42 July 102
August 43 August 103
September 44 September 104
October 45 October 105
November 46 November 106
December 47 December 107

2011 January 48 2016 January 108
February 49 February 109
March 50 March 110
April 51 April 111
May 52 May 112
June 53 redacted June 113 redacted
July 54 July 114
August 55 August 115
September 56 September 116
October 57 October 117
November 58 November 118
December 59 December 119  

 



Table 5 - XXX DA

Non-QF Annual 
Natural Gas 
Purchase and 
Ratabale Rates 
Limits XXX DA (non-QF)

Term
Purchase 

Limit
1x Ratable 

Rate
2x Ratable 

Rate
3x Ratable 

Rate Term
Purchase 

Limit
1x Ratable 

Rate
2x Ratable 

Rate
3x Ratable 

Rate

2007 January 2012 January 60
February 1 February 61
March 2 March 62
April 3 April 63
May 4 May 64
June 5 redacted June 65 redacted
July 6 July 66
August 7 August 67
September 8 September 68
October 9 October 69
November 10 November 70
December 11 December 71

2008 January 12 2013 January 72
February 13 February 73
March 14 March 74
April 15 April 75
May 16 May 76
June 17 redacted June 77 redacted
July 18 July 78
August 19 August 79
September 20 September 80
October 21 October 81
November 22 November 82
December 23 December 83

2009 January 24 2014 January 84
February 25 February 85
March 26 March 86
April 27 April 87
May 28 May 88
June 29 redacted June 89 redacted
July 30 July 90
August 31 August 91
September 32 September 92
October 33 October 93
November 34 November 94
December 35 December 95

2010 January 36 2015 January 96
February 37 February 97
March 38 March 98
April 39 April 99
May 40 May 100
June 41 redacted June 101 redacted
July 42 July 102
August 43 August 103
September 44 September 104
October 45 October 105
November 46 November 106
December 47 December 107

2011 January 48 2016 January 108
February 49 February 109
March 50 March 110
April 51 April 111
May 52 May 112
June 53 redacted June 113 redacted
July 54 July 114
August 55 August 115
September 56 September 116
October 57 October 117
November 58 November 118
December 59 December 119  

 



Table 6
QF Gas Purchase and Ratable Rates Limits (not dependent on DA)

Term
Purchase 
Limit

1x Ratable 
Rate

2x Ratable 
Rate

3x Ratable 
Rate Term

Purchase 
Limit

1x Ratable 
Rate

2x Ratable 
Rate

3x Ratable 
Rate

2007 January 2012 January 60
February 1 February 61
March 2 March 62
April 3 April 63
May 4 May 64
June 5 June 65
July 6 redacted July 66 redacted
August 7 August 67
September 8 September 68
October 9 October 69
November 10 November 70
December 11 December 71

2008 January 12 2013 January 72
February 13 February 73
March 14 March 74
April 15 April 75
May 16 May 76
June 17 redacted June 77 redacted
July 18 July 78
August 19 August 79
September 20 September 80
October 21 October 81
November 22 November 82
December 23 December 83

2009 January 24 2014 January 84
February 25 February 85
March 26 March 86
April 27 April 87
May 28 May 88
June 29 redacted June 89 redacted
July 30 July 90
August 31 August 91
September 32 September 92
October 33 October 93
November 34 November 94
December 35 December 95

2010 January 36 2015 January 96
February 37 February 97
March 38 March 98
April 39 April 99
May 40 May 100
June 41 redacted June 101 redacted
July 42 July 102
August 43 August 103
September 44 September 104
October 45 October 105
November 46 November 106
December 47 December 107

2011 January 48 2016 January 108
February 49 February 109
March 50 March 110
April 51 April 111
May 52 May 112
June 53 redacted June 113 redacted
July 54 July 114
August 55 August 115
September 56 September 116
October 57 October 117
November 58 November 118
December 59 December 119  



 
Table 7 - XXX DA
Annual Gas Storage Limits
XXX DA

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Withdrawal 
(MMBtu/day)
Injection 
(MMBtu/day) redacted
Inventory 
(MMBtu) (1)  
 
Table 7 - XXX DA
Annual Gas Storage Limits
XXX DA

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Withdrawal 
(MMBtu/day)
Injection 
(MMBtu/day) redacted
Inventory 
(MMBtu) (1)  
 
Table 7 - XXX DA
Annual Gas Storage Limits
XXX DA

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Withdrawal 
(MMBtu/day)
Injection 
(MMBtu/day) redacted
Inventory 
(MMBtu) (1)  
 
Table 7 - XXX DA
Annual Gas Storage Limits
XXX DA

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Withdrawal 
(MMBtu/day)
Injection 
(MMBtu/day) redacted
Inventory 
(MMBtu) (1)  
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